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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 17, 2016.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN J.
DUNCAN, JR. to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Neiman, one of his secretaries.

———

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary b, 2016, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

———

BIG GOVERNMENT: TSA’S
FAILURES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, early
in 2015, the Department of Homeland
Security removed the TSA Director
and Administrator after it was re-

vealed that banned items made it
through screening in different parts of
our airports throughout the United
States.

This didn’t happen once or twice, but
it happened 67 times out of 70 tries.
That is a 90 percent failure rate. Any
business would be out of business if it
failed 90 percent of the time to do what
it is supposed to do.

We are not talking about selling
goods and services. We are talking
about security—American security.
But TSA is a government agency, so,
to me, accountability doesn’t seem to
be a priority.

After this fiasco in 2015, the Adminis-
trator was replaced with a new Admin-
istrator. I don’t know that security is
better or not—maybe it is—but we do
know that the lines are longer and TSA
efficiency is questionable.

To find that out, just go to any of our
airports and try to travel. Travelers
are faced with wait times in excess of 3
hours just to get through security.
Flights are missed and flights are de-
layed because of the security
chokepoint. It is ironic that people
wait in line longer than it takes them
to fly from point A to point B. Security
lines should not take longer than the
flight itself, but that is happening in
our airports.

The TSA Director blames the pas-
sengers for the delays. So it is not
TSA’s fault; it is the flying public’s
fault for the long lines and delays?

The cost to American taxpayers for
TSA is $7 billion a year. Are we safer,
better off, and more secure because of
this massive government bureaucracy?
Americans need to answer that ques-
tion.

TSA must also work on its treatment
of passengers. I constantly hear in my
congressional office from people who
travel about the way they are treated
by government employees at TSA when
they try to go through security.

Now, I know a lot of TSA employees.
Some of those in Houston are wonder-

ful people. Yet some TSA employees
are rude, demeaning, and disrespectful
to the travelers. That has got to stop.
There is no excuse for it. Flying has be-
come torturous for some travelers be-
cause of TSA.

Homeland Security must figure out a
better way to protect and serve the
people, the flying public, without caus-
ing people to miss their flights. Maybe
TSA should use trained dogs before and
after the security points to help check
for explosives—I am not sure the an-
swer—but change the current model be-
cause it is not working.

This issue must be fixed, and the
issue is not to blame the fliers. The
issue is TSA needs to respond to this
issue. There are airports all over the
world that screen passengers. Maybe
TSA could learn something from some
of these other airports about efficiency
and security. This problem must be
fixed, and the answer is not to blame
the Americans who travel and blame
them for waiting in line for 3 hours to
catch a plane that flies only 1 hour.

Airports should strongly consider
moving to private screeners. The law
allows this to happen, Mr. Speaker, but
the law requires that, if an airport
wants to use private screening compa-
nies, they must get the Department of
Homeland Security’s approval to use
that screening company over TSA.
That is an issue in itself. But the an-
swer is not to continue having the
same issues and problems that we now
face.

People who travel a lot and travel
rarely, when they talk about their
traveling experience, one thing they
seem to always mention is the way
they have to go through screening and
the way they are treated by TSA. Re-
member, a 90 percent failure rate is not
acceptable.

The security must be better, and peo-
ple must be treated better, because
that is just the way it is.
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SPECIAL IMMIGRANT VISA
PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, for
over the last decade, I have been work-
ing with a bipartisan group to deal
with helping some of the foreign na-
tionals in Afghanistan who helped
Americans’ mission be able to escape
the tender mercies of the Taliban and
others with long memories. These are
men and women who helped us as
guides, as translators, people who pro-
vided on-base security, construction
workers, and truck drivers—a vast
array of people who helped us with our
vital mission. As we have scaled down
and moved on, it has left these people
vulnerable. We have example after ex-
ample where the Taliban and al Qaeda
have threatened them, have attacked
their families, held them for ransom,
tortured them, and, in some cases,
killed them.

We have implemented a Special Im-
migrant Visa program that has enabled
over 8,500 people to get to safety to
protect themselves and their families. I
have witnessed some of these tearful
reunions where a guide returned, was
able to escape to the United States,
and united with the person, the soldier,
whose life he saved. This happens time
after time.

Unfortunately, the process is hope-
lessly tangled. It is slow, and it is bu-
reaucratic. We have over 10,000 people
still in the pipeline. Every year we
struggle to be able to have sufficient
visas authorized to be able to help
thousands more who are at risk.

We have the National Defense Au-
thorization Act that is coming forward
that would pose another problem to
help those who put their faith in us.
This version would leave out all indi-
viduals who worked with the State De-
partment and the USAID—critical
parts of our mission in Afghanistan. It
would leave off all the on-base staff
who worked in direct support of the
Department of Defense, people who did
construction, firefighters, on-base se-
curity, maintenance, and administra-
tive support, people whose services
were vital and whose service to the
United States is well known and who
are at risk.

We are hopeful that as this bill comes
to the floor that the House will be able
to work with us to modify these unnec-
essary restrictions, to give more time
to process and allow more people to
come to safety.

We have a moral obligation to pro-
tect people who put their lives on the
line to support Americans in these
troubled areas. I would hope that we
would, once again, be able to make nec-
essary adjustments to be able to try
and help more come to safety.

I have been working with my good
friend ADAM KINZINGER, who represents
some of the newer Members of the
House who actually served in theater,
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who are committed to helping people
whom they saw help us.

I would hope, as the process comes
forward, we can consider amendments
to be able to reduce some of these re-
strictions; and then I hope, as it works
its way through the legislative process
to the Senate that does not have any-
thing in their version of the bill speak-
ing to the Special Immigrant Visas,
that we will be able to do our job to
make sure that we are not having peo-
ple at risk, their families threatened,
and undermining the credibility of the
United States.

Remember, around the world, foreign
nationals help us with our missions;
and if we send a message that we are
not going to stick with them when the
going gets tough, then they are going
to be much less likely to help us wher-
ever it is in these trouble spots. Amer-
ica will be more vulnerable as people
who have already helped us are at risk.
We can do better.

SUPPORTING OUR VETERANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. ZELDIN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, as a na-
tion, supporting our veterans must al-
ways be one of our highest priorities.
These brave men and women who will-
ingly and selflessly put their lives on
the line while defending our country
deserve the highest quality of life and
care once they return home.

According to the Suffolk County Vet-
erans Service Agency, there are 83,254
veterans who live in my home county
of Suffolk. With the highest population
of veterans by county in New York
State and one of the highest popu-
lations in the country, there is a sig-
nificant need for increased care options
for our veterans in Suffolk.

There are so many options of quality
care for veterans, but too often their
choices are limited. Quality care can
also come at great expense.

In an effort to expand access to care
for our veterans, I recently introduced
bipartisan legislation in Congress, H.R.
2460, which would ensure that 70 per-
cent or more service-connected dis-
abled veterans are able to receive adult
day health care, a daily program for
disabled veterans who need extra as-
sistance and special attention in their
day-to-day lives. It comes at no cost to
the veterans and their families because
the program is defined as a reimburs-
able treatment option through the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. This leg-
islation has strong bipartisan support
in Congress, with over 45 cosponsors,
including the entire Long Island con-
gressional delegation. My bill would
greatly expand this great option of
care for veterans on Long Island and
across the country.

Just last month, on April 20, 2016, the
House Veterans’ Affairs Committee
hosted a hearing of the Subcommittee
on Health regarding my bill, and on
April 29, 2016, the Health Sub-
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committee held a markup and favor-
ably forwarded my bill to the full com-
mittee for final consideration before
being sent to the House floor for a
vote.

Working with my colleagues in the
House and various veterans service or-
ganizations, I will continue pushing to
get this bill passed out of committee in
earnest to allow this bill to come to
the House floor this year.

While serving in the New York State
Senate, I secured the funding necessary
to create the PFC Joseph P. Dwyer
Program, a peer-to-peer support pro-
gram for veterans suffering from post-
traumatic stress disorder and trau-
matic brain injury. PFC Dwyer, from
Mount Sinai, New York, received na-
tionwide recognition for a photograph
that went viral showing him cradling a
wounded Iraqi boy while his unit was
fighting its way up to the capital city
of Baghdad. Sadly, after returning
home and struggling with PTSD, PFC
Dwyer died in 2008. Created in his
honor, the Dwyer Program was ini-
tially launched in the counties of Suf-
folk, Jefferson, Saratoga, and
Rensselaer. Since 2013, the program has
expanded to over a dozen counties
across New York.

Earlier this year, I introduced bipar-
tisan legislation in Congress, H.R. 4513,
that will expand the Dwyer Program
on a national level so that every vet-
eran in the U.S. eventually has access
to a peer-to-peer support group. This
bill has strong bipartisan support, in-
cluding the entire Long Island congres-
sional delegation. I will continue work-
ing together with them and others in
the fight to expand the Dwyer Pro-
gram.

Additionally, on the east end of Long
Island, working closely with the
Peconic Bay Medical Center and VA, I
secured an east end healthcare facility
for veterans and their families at
Peconic Bay’s Manorville campus.

After so bravely serving our country,
this facility provides an important new
option for veterans, increasing access
to care for those who live on Long Is-
land’s east end, while still allowing
them to continue receiving other serv-
ices and ongoing treatment at the VA
hospital in Northport.
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There is so much more that Congress
can do to improve the quality of life for
our veterans. I will continue working
to ensure that my bills that previously
passed the House are signed into law,
including H.R. 1569, to protect the ben-
efits of deceased veterans, and H.R.
1187, which would eliminate the loan
limit that the VA can guarantee for a
veteran.

Congress also must continue to re-
form the VA wherever it underserves a
veteran. A recent series of USA Today
articles reported that VA supervisors
in multiple States instructed employ-
ees to falsify wait times. They must be
held accountable. This is a slap in the
face to our vets.
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Just last year the House took a step
forward by passing the VA Account-
ability Act of 2015, H.R. 1994, legisla-
tion that I cosponsored that would
make important reforms to the VA sys-
tem, which will provide the necessary
resources and the flexibility the VA
needs to hold poor-performing employ-
ees accountable.

While I believe that the VA has 99
percent of employees generally caring
about the work they do and want to
help veterans, we must always ensure
that the other 1 percent of those who
are not acting in the best interest of
veterans are held accountable. Our vet-
erans deserve only the highest quality
of care at our VA facilities.

Fighting for our veterans who fought
for us always has been and will always
be one of my top priorities. I will con-
tinue my work in Congress to improve
our veterans’ quality of care in any
way that I can.

———

RECOGNIZING KEY WEST FIRE
DEPARTMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. CURBELO) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the Key
West Fire Department on their Class 1
Insurance Service Office rating, the
highest achievable rating that a fire
department can attain.

They are 1 out of fewer than 200 de-
partments in the Nation to receive this
score, which is based off of a multitude
of factors, including training, response
time, and how well they are equipped.

This rating also helps by providing
residents with the lowest fire insurance
rates possible, something I am sure
that all Key West residents appreciate.

I commend Fire Chief David Fraga
and the entire Key West Fire Depart-
ment on their diligent work and their
devotion to keeping everyone in Key
West safe. We are very fortunate to
have a strong team of firefighters pro-
tecting us.

RECOGNIZING FLORIDA KEYS MARATHON
AIRPORT

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to congratulate the Florida
Keys Marathon Airport for officially
becoming an international airport on
April 20, 2016.

For 8 years the staff has worked to
attain this clarification. It comes as no
surprise to me that they were able to
achieve this feat. I commend the Flor-
ida Keys Marathon Airport on receiv-
ing this well-deserved designation. This
airport will provide additional travel
options for the families living in our
community and the millions of tourists
who visit south Florida every year.

Congratulations to Mayor
Senmartin, Vice Mayor Kelly, council
members Zieg, Coldiron, and Bartus,
and city manager Chuck Lindsey and,
also, former Mayor Ramsey and former
city manager Mike Puto, all who
worked very hard to make this a re-
ality.
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RECOGNIZING OFFICER MARIO GUTIERREZ

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Miami-
Dade Police Department’s own Officer
Mario Gutierrez, who received the
Medal of Valor, the highest decoration
of honor given to public safety officers
in the United States.

In 2013, Officer Gutierrez was on a
routine call when he noticed an indi-
vidual exhibiting strange behavior at a
gas station near Miami International
Airport. As Officer Gutierrez ap-
proached, the man attempted to light a
gas pump on fire. In an attempt to dis-
arm the assailant, who was holding a
knife, Gutierrez received several stab
wounds that nearly cost him his life.

Had the assailant been successful in
causing a mass fire, many lives may
have been lost on that day. Officer
Gutierrez went above and beyond the
call of duty to protect the members of
our community. We thank him for his
service, his selflessness, and his brav-
ery in the face of danger.

Officer Gutierrez, thank you. You are
a true hero.

RECOGNIZING MR. BRIAN REEDY

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Mr. Brian
Reedy, a seventh grade visual arts
teacher from Zelda Glazer Middle
School in my south Florida congres-
sional district.

In 2014, Mr. Reedy became the visual
arts instructor at Zelda Glazer and, in
only 2 years, has propelled the program
to national recognition. Mr. Reedy has
received numerous accolades for his
work at Zelda Glazer, with his fellow
teachers referring to the work of his
students as magnet quality. His class-
room, however, does not require an ap-
plication to enter like many art mag-
net programs in south Florida. Any
student can register.

Students have had their art pieces
showcased from local shows in Miami
all the way to the New York Scholastic
Art Awards. What is even more impres-
sive is that Mr. Reedy works with a
wide range of talents, including those
just getting started to people who have
been painting for many years.

As a former Miami-Dade County
School Board member, I always appre-
ciate and support teachers who encour-
age our youth to explore their passions
in life, and Mr. Reedy does just that. It
is an honor to recognize Mr. Reedy for
his great work at Zelda Glazer. I look
forward to both his and his students’
future successes.

———

HONORING NATIONAL POLICE
WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. STEWART) for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Speaker, along
with many of my colleagues, I rise
today to honor National Police Week.

One of the favorite things that I get
to do as a Member of Congress is to
ride with police officers as they go
about their duties, and from St. George
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to Salt Lake City I have had the oppor-
tunity to do this.

Sadly, many in our society, particu-
larly among the press, have become
highly critical of law enforcement offi-
cers. Now, I recognize that not all law
enforcement officers are perfect. Peo-
ple make mistakes. We all do. But we
can’t let the mistakes of a few tarnish
the name of such a noble and a brave
profession.

Such criticism of police efforts
doesn’t come without a cost. It forces
the officers to pull back, to become
overly cautious, and to view every en-
counter that they may have through
the prism of a lens of a media event.

What is the result of this? We now
know that crime rates have been rising
across the country. Interestingly and
sadly, they are rising in some of the
poorest communities, the communities
that most need the help of an effective
police force.

Now more than ever we need brave
men and women who are willing to
serve and to protect. As I have said, I
have had the chance to go on several
ride-alongs with several police depart-
ments. Again and again I have been im-
pressed with their hard work, their
professionalism, and their willingness
to put themselves at risk to protect
other people.

There is a great example of this. I am
reminded of the heroic actions of Offi-
cer Hone, a police officer who in the
last year saved two young girls in Salt
Lake City. A disturbed man who had
recently been released from prison and
was on drugs broke into the home of
two sisters, both of them college stu-
dents. He began to viciously attack
them. He took a knife and attempted
to take their lives.

Fortunately, Officer Hone was in the
area, heard the screams of these young
girls, and just seconds before the in-
truder expected to take the life of one
of them, this heroic officer quickly dif-
fused the situation, literally saving her
life.

Bree, the sister who was saved, said
of this officer, ‘““He was so professional
and calm. Right when we made eye
contact, I knew I was safe. It’s a mir-
acle that he had so much composure.
He was our angel.”

This is just one example of the thou-
sands of courageous police officers we
have in America. I am proud to live in
a country where professionals are
ready to put their lives at risk in order
to serve and to protect members of
their community.

Let us honor these police officers,
their courage, their selflessness, and
their dedication. Let us honor them
not just this week, but, frankly, all
year round for the sacrifices they make
for us.

———
HONORING SALLY CLARK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair recognizes the gentleman from

Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS) for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor Sally
Clark, who was part of the class of 1963
at East High School in Des Moines,
Iowa. I never knew her as Sally Clark
because I knew her as Sally Davis, my
mother.

I am very appreciative that the class
of 1963 allowed my mom to be part of a
reunion in July of 1993 because my
mom never graduated with that class.
Sally Clark dropped out of high school
in 1962 and eventually finished her de-
gree much later by getting her general
equivalency diploma with the help of
my sister, who was the reason she
dropped out of high school in 1962.

In looking at the program from that
reunion in 1993, the fondest memories
my mom had of East High School were
the friends she left behind. In 1977, she
left not only friends behind, but she
left family behind and moved our fam-
ily to Taylorville, Illinois, where I
grew up and where she inspired so
many.

My mom passed away 17 years ago
today. The reason I am here is because
of the inspiration she was to me and to
so many. I want to tell her what I
couldn’t tell her on Mother’s Day: Your
family is doing great. Your grand-
daughter, who you knew as a 2-year-
old, just finished her freshman year of
college. The grandsons you never met
are doing fine as freshmen in high
school. Mom, your whole family is
doing well. As a matter of fact, you
have a great-granddaughter now that
shares your middle name. I am here on
the House floor to fight to make sure
that we work in a bipartisan way to
end the scourge of the cancer that
killed you and that has killed so many,
young and old. We will never forget
this fight and I will never forget that
fight because of what you meant to me
and to so many. Mom, I love you and I
miss you every day. You are the reason
that I get this privilege to be a Member
of this great institution.

——

HONORING DR. FRANCES
BARTLETT KINNE, PH.D.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. CRENSHAW) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life work of Dr.
Frances Bartlett Kinne, Ph.D. We in
Jacksonville, Florida, will be cele-
brating 99 years with our friend, Dr.
Fran Kinne, on May 22 of this year.

Dr. Kinne is first in Florida in many
ways. In 1979, she became the first
woman president of a Florida college,
Jacksonville University, JU. Prior, in
1961, she became the founding dean of
JU’s College of Fine Arts, the first
woman in Florida to hold such a posi-
tion. In fact, it was her idea to form
the college where she had been a hu-
manities professor for several years.

She was the first woman elected as
president of the International Council
of Fine Arts, and not only the first
woman in Florida’s first rotary club,
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the Rotary Club of Jacksonville, but
she later became the first woman presi-
dent of that club. She also became the
first woman member of a club in Jack-
sonville called the River Club. Again,
the first woman member.

As you can tell, Dr. Fran Kinne was
first in many ways and a role model to
not only women in Jacksonville, Flor-
ida, but all across this great country.
To those of us who know her well, she
is also first in our hearts. A tireless ad-
vocate for education and young people,
Fran Kinne always reminded us that
life is not about us, life is about others.

She would tell her graduates each
year to go out into the world and make
the world a better place. One of those
graduates, Tim Cost, is now the presi-
dent of Jacksonville University.

So many of her students have made a
difference not only in Florida, but all
across this great land. Last year, at the
age of 98, she became the Nation’s old-
est commencement speaker at a major
college or university.

The wife of an army colonel, Fran
spent years overseas following World
War II. She was in Germany, she was in
Japan, and she was in China. While her
husband worked, so did Fran. She cre-
ated postwar education programs for
children in Japan, and she went to
class with young German students who
accepted her as the caring American
that she was.

J 1030

She numbered among her friends Bob
Hope, Winston Churchill, Charlton
Heston, Billy Graham, and Steve
Forbes. Fran Kinne brought Bob Hope
and Jack Benny together for their only
joint appearance, and that was at
Jacksonville University. She is listed
in over 25 ‘“Who’s Who” and similar
publications, and six facilities in Iowa
and Florida are named in her honor.

Her autobiography is aptly named
“Iowa Girl: The President Wears a
Skirt.”

Never intending to live in Florida,
Fran came here with her husband, and,
thankfully, for those of us in Jackson-
ville, she never left. She was born in
Iowa. She was educated at Drake Uni-
versity and graduated with a bachelor’s
and a master’s in music education. She
remains a member of the Board of
Trustees at Drake University and is on
the board of the Mayo Clinic in Flor-
ida. Since 1994, she has been the chan-
cellor emeritus at Jacksonville Univer-
sity.

Her infectious enthusiasm for Ilife
and positive thinking goes on and on. I
visited her the other day, and she re-
minded me: If you laugh 100 times a
day, that is the same thing as 20 min-
utes of physical exercise. She would
say: If you keep a positive attitude and
if you smile a lot, that will add 10
years to your life. Fran and I have al-
ways been good buddies, and she has
been a mentor to me just as she has
been to thousands of her former stu-
dents.

Mr. Speaker, I ask you and Members
of this House to join me in celebrating
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the outstanding 99 years and counting
of one of Florida’s most outstanding
citizens: my good buddy, Dr. Frances
Bartlett Kinne.

————

CONGRATULATING DONNA
EISENMAN ON HER RETIREMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
congratulate Donna Eisenman, who re-
cently retired after 40 years in working
for American Airlines’ Washington
desk.

Donna Eisenman began her career as
a flight attendant with Trans World
Airlines in 1969. A year later, she
transitioned to American Airlines for a
position as a reservations agent in
Philadelphia. In a time before com-
puters, Donna effortlessly sold airline
tickets and helped customers with
travel arrangements.

In 1972, Donna moved to Washington,
D.C., to start the next phase of her ca-
reer. Donna spent the next 10 years
working at the City Ticket Office and
at the ticket counter at Reagan Na-
tional Airport. In 1982, she transitioned
to the Schedule Airline Ticket Office,
which served DOD customers in north-
ern Virginia.

Donna’s efforts were so successful
that she was asked to open a different
satellite office to assist Fort Belvoir
travelers. Later, Donna was asked to
reestablish a long-abandoned desk spe-
cifically designed to help government
travelers. Donna accepted this chal-
lenge, and the American Airlines Wash-
ington desk was reborn.

For the next 28 years, Donna’s
unyielding commitment to customer
service and her natural sales ability
provided government and frequent
travelers with the best experience in
the industry. On March 25, Donna re-
tired from American Airlines, and she
is now spending time with her lovely
family and is volunteering for the wild-
life rescue causes that she champions.

I thank Donna for her service and
dedication.

Congratulations, Donna. I wish you
all the best in your much-deserved re-
tirement.

HONORING LOURDES SOVEDIA

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, it
is with great pleasure that I recognize
the outstanding career of Lourdes
Sovedia. After 40 years of teaching,
Lourdes will be retiring at the end of
this school year.

Like me, Lourdes’ family fled the op-
pressive Castro regime when she was
just a young girl in order to seek free-
dom and refuge in this wonderful Na-
tion, the United States. She worked
hard at learning the language and the
culture, and with inspiration from her
mom, she dedicated her life to pursuing
a career in education. After working
her way through college, Lourdes made
her American Dream a reality when
she became a full-time teacher at Gesu
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Catholic School in downtown Miami.
Throughout the years, Lourdes has
taught at multiple schools and has
earned many awards and deserved rec-
ognition.

As a former Florida certified teacher,
I recognize Lourdes’ dedication, and I
thank her for all that she has done for
the students in south Florida through-
out her impressive career.

Congratulations to Lourdes.
RECOGNIZING JOSHUA WILLIAMS AND JOSHUA’S

HEART FOUNDATION’S DECADE OF SERVICE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise to recognize teen philanthropist
Joshua Williams of south Florida and
the foundation that wears his heart on
its sleeve—Joshua’s Heart Foundation.

In 10 years of service to underserved
communities in south Florida, Ja-
maica, Africa, and India, Joshua’s
Heart Foundation has activated over
7,000 youths to collect and distribute
food and personal items that have
helped 600,000 families in need. With
the help of his supportive mom, Clau-
dia, Joshua began laying the founda-
tion for Joshua’s Heart’s success when
he was only 42 years of age.

New JHF chapters are springing up
all over the country, and I encourage
everyone to check out the amazing
work that Joshua’s Heart Foundation
is doing every day and to get involved
in a charity or with a volunteer organi-
zation that represents your own vision
for the world in which you would like
to live.

Congratulations to Joshua’s Heart
Foundation for a decade of service.

CELEBRATING THE 75TH ANNIVERSARY OF AIR

TRAFFIC CONTROL

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to commemorate the 75th anniver-
sary of the air traffic control at Miami
International Airport, which is an area
that I am so proud to represent.

This upcoming Thursday, May 19, the
Federal Aviation Administration and
the Miami-Dade Aviation Department
will celebrate this accomplishment and
honor the men and women who keep
our skies and our airports safe.

Working around the clock, the air
traffic controllers direct aircraft and
minimize potential troubles in the sky,
like the ones that come from severe
weather patterns. I am very proud to
know so many of these diligent work-
ers—individuals like Mitch Herrick,
Jim Marinitti, Bill Kisseadoo, and
many others—who, in their profes-
sionalism, keep order in the airspace
and protect our public.

Mr. Speaker, rerouting aircraft to
avoid congestion and minimize delays
is not an easy task, especially at one of
our Nation’s busiest airports; but it is
because of the controllers’ dedication
and commitment that we can feel safe
in arriving at our destinations.

Congratulations to my friends—all of
the air traffic controllers at Miami
International Airport.

PORTER RANCH GAS LEAK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
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California (Mr. SHERMAN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to report to this Congress on the Por-
ter Ranch gas leak, the largest meth-
ane leak in the history of our country.

It began last October 23, and it lasted
for, roughly, 5 months. The amount of
natural gas that escaped is measured in
billions of cubic feet. Some 8,000 fami-
lies were evacuated for months. Our
family, because we live just about as
close as anyone to the leaking well,
chose not to evacuate but, rather, to
rely on filtration systems and the fact
that we spend much of our time in
Washington.

So how should Congress respond?

We must say never again—not again
in Porter Ranch, not again anywhere in
this country—but it could happen
again because this natural gas storage
facility was the fifth largest in the
country. That means there are four
other areas that could have an even
larger natural gas leak. There are no
Federal regulations for the safe storage
of natural gas, and State regulations
are so minimal that they are incredibly
minimal even in famously green Cali-
fornia.

Currently, PHMSA, an agency of the
Department of Transportation, ac-
knowledges that it has the authority to
write Federal regulations. They have
decided to do so, and my hope is that
they will have them this fall. This
arises, in large part, because I had a
chance to discuss this with the Presi-
dent of the United States back in Janu-
ary in front of about 80 or 100 of our
colleagues, and he made a commitment
that his administration would work to
make sure this never happens again.
Not only is PHMSA working on the
regulations, but the OMB has assured
me that they will act promptly on ap-
proving those regulations once they
are finalized.

We in Congress are working on legis-
lation that is designed to prod PHMSA
into acting quickly, but it is important
that we not pass legislation that actu-
ally narrows the existing statutory
power or gives sentences in statutory
provisions that could be used by the oil
and gas industry to invalidate tough
regulations.

That is why it is critical, for exam-
ple, that any statute we pass, as the
Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee’s product provides, states
explicitly that we are not preempting
higher, tougher State regulations and
that the action taken in Congress will
not make people less safe than their
States would have them be.

Two issues confront SoCalGas, which
is the utility that is responsible for
this leak.

The first is that they are going to try
to get consumers to pay for the cost of
their negligence, using the phrase that
they should pass through to consumers
the ‘‘reasonable cost’” of dealing with
this disaster; so the consumers around
Los Angeles should pay for the cost of
providing relocation assistance to 8,000
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families, many of whom have been out
of their homes for 5 months and longer;
the ‘‘reasonable costs’ of plugging the
leak should be passed through to con-
sumers. The reasonable costs of repair-
ing unreasonable negligence is never an
ordinary and necessary expense to be
passed through to consumers.

This leak resulted from SoCalGas’
negligence. There was a subsurface
safety valve on the well in question
that was installed in the 1950s, that
was removed by SoCalGas in the 1970s,
and was never replaced. This well they
used to inject and remove natural gas,
not through the piping that was in-
tended or the tubing that was intended
for that purpose, but through the cas-
ing that was never intended for that
purpose; and the pressure, which is the
amount of gas crammed into the field,
seems to be inconsistent with the age
of the wells—some going back 60-years
plus—that were being used to inject
and withdraw the natural gas. The
costs of this event must not be passed
through to the consumers of Los Ange-
les.

Second, realizing they may have to
bear the costs themselves, SoCalGas
has decided to shortchange the resi-
dents who have evacuated. They have
decided they don’t want to pay for the
required cleaning protocol that is nec-
essary to make homes safe. That is in
their release of just a couple of days
ago. That is outrageous. The cleaning
is necessary to make the homes safe.
LA County Public Health says so, and
SoCalGas should pay that cost, too.

———

CONGRESSIONAL ART
COMPETITION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, each spring, a nationwide
high school visual arts competition is
sponsored by the Congressional Insti-
tute and Members of the U.S. House of
Representatives. Since the art com-
petition was created in 1982, over
650,000 entries have been submitted.

The Congressional Art Competition
is an opportunity to recognize and en-
courage the artistic talent of our Na-
tion’s bright and talented youth. The
winner of this prestigious award in
each congressional district will have
his or her artwork hung on display for
1 year in the Cannon Tunnel of the U.S.
Capitol.

I rise today to recognize the artistic
ability of a young woman from the Sec-
ond Congressional District in West Vir-
ginia—Kayla Barbazette from Capital
High School in Charleston. Ms.
Barbazette is the winner of the 2016
Second Congressional District of West
Virginia’s Congressional Art Competi-
tion.

Congratulations, Kayla.

Her entry, ‘“Human Water Basin,”
was chosen from dozens of outstanding
entries this year.
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The competition was open to all high
school students in the Second Congres-
sional District of West Virginia.

Kayla is pictured here receiving her
first place prize with West Virginia
Cabinet Secretary Kay Goodwin of the
Department of Education and the Arts.

I thank all of the impressive artists
for allowing us to celebrate their tal-
ents. I wish them all the best in their
future endeavors.

———

INDIANAPOLIS MOTOR SPEEDWAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. CARSON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, it is with great pride that I rise
today to pay tribute to a very special
event that will take place later this
month in my hometown of Indianap-
olis.

On May 29, the world’s finest auto-
mobile racing teams will compete for
the very prestigious Borg-Warner Tro-
phy at the 100th running of the Indy
500.

Mr. Speaker, every Memorial Day
weekend since 1911, with the exception
of a few years during World War I and
World War II, the Indianapolis Motor
Speedway has been the site of the
greatest spectacle in racing. Over the
last century, Mr. Speaker, the Indian-
apolis 500 has become the most at-
tended single-day sporting event on the
planet Earth, with estimated crowds of
over 400,000 people. Now, these fans add
nearly $500 million to the central Indi-
ana economy each year.

The race is also incredibly popular
around the world, Mr. Speaker. With
millions of fans around the world, they
have been listening to the race on the
Motor Speedway Radio Network and
watching it on television.

Now, what very few people realize is
that the Indy 500 has been a very im-
portant influence in the development
of passenger automobiles. Rearview
mirrors, four-wheel hydraulic brakes,
color warning lights, and the first man-
datory use of helmets can be traced
back to the great Hoosier State in the
city of Indianapolis at the Indy 500.
Now part of the excitement of watch-
ing the race every year, Mr. Speaker, is
seeing how these high-tech auto-
mobiles have evolved and wondering
which technology we will see on our
roads in the near future.

I stand here today as a very proud
Hoosier who is proud of our State’s
long racing heritage. I ask my col-
leagues, Mr. Speaker, to join me and to
join the rest of the Indiana delegation
in recognizing all of those involved
with the race over the last century,
from the staff to the pit crews, to the
drivers, and especially the fans who
come out to the track each and every
year. So congratulations to all the
folks involved.

Ladies and gentlemen, start your en-
gines.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 48
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
[ 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

———

PRAYER

Rabbi Jay Weinstein, Young Israel of
East Brunswick, East Brunswick, New
Jersey, offered the following prayer:

Our God in heaven, please grant Your
blessing upon our Nation’s leaders, our
President, Vice President, Members of
Congress, and all our officers of govern-
ment. Grant them courage and wisdom,
sensitivity and compassion, as they re-
spond to the needs of our diverse popu-
lation. Allow them to bring to fruition
the hopes and visions, dreams, and
goals upon which this country was
founded.

Merciful God, we express our deep
gratitude for this magnificent country,
a home built upon the values of peace,
religious tolerance, and respect.

Protect our courageous military
forces, who are spread throughout the
world. Quickly return them to their
family’s warm embrace. Guard and
shield the members of our country’s
police force, fire department, emer-
gency personnel, and all those who risk
their lives to protect us from harm.

Almighty God, who makes peace in
Heaven, from this glorious House of
Representatives, our seat of democ-
racy, we ask that You bless our world
with peace, safety, and prosperity, so
we may fulfill our sacred responsibility
of making the world a better place.

And let us respond amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. LAMBORN led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.
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WELCOMING RABBI JAY
WEINSTEIN

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
GRAHAM) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Ms. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to thank Rabbi Jay Weinstein for
delivering this morning’s invocation.

Rabbi Weinstein is a native of Miami
Beach, Florida. He received his ordina-
tion from Yeshiva University. He is
now rabbi at Young Israel of East
Brunswick, New Jersey, which serves
more than 220 families.

I also want to recognize Rabbi
Weinstein’s parents, Stanley and Le-
nore, his wife, Sharon, and his four
wonderful children, one of whom, Ora,
is here with me on the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to live in a
Nation where we open our doors and
our hearts to invite leaders of all dif-
ferent faiths to offer a blessing. I am
very thankful to Rabbi Weinstein for
offering such an incredibly meaningful
prayer this morning.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1l-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

———

NATIONAL POLICE WEEK

(Ms. STEFANIK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, in my
district in the North Country of New
York, brave law enforcement officers
dedicate their careers and risk their
lives each and every day to keep our
communities safe.

We are grateful for the outstanding
service from men and women like Ser-
geant Jay Cook of the New York State
Police, whose courageous actions put
an end to the manhunt for the killers
who escaped Clinton Correctional Fa-
cility last year.

Sadly, far too many of these brave
men and women have lost their lives in
the line of duty. Each year commu-
nities across our Nation gather to
honor in recognition of these heroes
and tens of thousands of law enforce-
ment officers descend on our Nation’s
capital to honor the fallen.

Mr. Speaker, in commemoration of
National Police Week, I rise today to
thank our law enforcement officers for
their service and to honor the brave
men and women who have paid the ul-
timate sacrifice.

———

NABISCO BAKERY

(Mr. LIPINSKI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today on behalf of the hardworking
men and women at the Nabisco Bakery
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on the southwest side of Chicago, once
touted as the world’s largest bakery.

These workers have faced daunting
challenges in the past year as their
plant was downsized and hundreds lost
their jobs. Now they are working with-
out a contract and face the prospect of
losing their current pension plan.

For more than half a century, work-
ers at this bakery have proudly made
Oreos, Chips Ahoy, Ritz crackers, and
other iconic products. Generations of
families have been employed here and
contributed to the local economy.

What is happening now is even more
disappointing because taxpayers have
previously provided $90 million to Na-
bisco in return for a commitment to
expand and hire locally. The continued
lack of a negotiated agreement reflects
the plight of middle class Americans
across the country, with workers fac-
ing eroding wages and benefits along
with job insecurity.

Mr. Speaker, I urge Mondelez to do
right by its employees, use its profits
to reinvest in its American workforce,
and grow good-paying jobs in Chicago
and across the Nation.

——
PRESIDENT NOT CORRECT

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, over the weekend, Iran held
another government-sponsored Holo-
caust cartoon contest in the capital of
Tehran. Their denial of the mass
slaughter endured by millions of men,
women, and children during the Holo-
caust is yet another example of this
theocratic regime’s irrational and
counterproductive conduct which hurts
the citizens of Iran.

As he announced the dangerous Iran
deal, the President claimed that it
would help Iran become a more mod-
erate regime, one that respects our al-
lies. The President was not correct.

This is a nation that continually de-
nies the genocide of the Holocaust, is a
state sponsor of terrorism, tests mis-
sile development, and chants ‘‘Death to
America,” ‘“‘Death to Israel.” Sadly,
the President continues to put faith in
this dangerous regime.

I am grateful that, under the leader-
ship of Chairman ED ROYCE on the
House Committee on Foreign Affairs,
we are putting forth legislation to deny
Iran access to the U.S. dollar if they
continue to promote terrorism to
threaten American families with mass
murder.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and may the President by his actions
never forget September the 11th in the
global war on terrorism.

RECOGNIZING NAHLA KAYALI
(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)
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Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize Nahla Kayali. She is the founder
and the executive director of Access
California Services.

Access, as we call it, is a nonprofit
organization in my hometown of Ana-
heim, California, that serves the Arab
American, refugee, and immigrant
communities with culturally appro-
priate services, including English as a
second language, health and human
services, employment assistance, and
citizenship resources.

In 1998, she opened a small office and
had two clients the first month. She
initially helped people sign up for the
California Healthy Families program.
With only a high school diploma, Nahla
has now expanded Access California to
serve over 11,000 Arab American, ref-
ugee, and other underserved commu-
nity members in 16 different languages.

She works to foster a better under-
standing of the cultural needs of the
Arab American community, and, quite
honestly, she is a living example of
what is the American Dream.

As we celebrated last month Arab
American Heritage Month, I wanted to
honor and recognize her accomplish-
ments, the accomplishments of Nahla
Kayali, and her continued work in sup-
porting the Arab American commu-
nities and helping, in particular, refu-
gees resettle and become contributing
citizens and leaders in Orange County.

———

OFFICER DOUG BARNEY

(Mrs. LOVE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. LOVE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor National Police Week. We owe a
great deal of gratitude to the men and
women who serve our communities by
putting their lives on the line every
day.

Utah has lost 139 police officers since
1853, most recently, Officer Doug Bar-
ney of Salt Lake County Unified Police
Department. Officer Barney died in the
line of duty on January 17.

Officer Barney was a dedicated 18-
yvear veteran police officer, and loved
every moment of his distinguished ca-
reer. His kindness deeply touched the
families and the community and some-
times even the people he arrested. He
was known for his humor and compas-
sion as well as his toughness.

Ten thousand people attended his fu-
neral. The State of Utah is truly a
kinder service-oriented place because
of police officers like Doug Barney. I
am honored to recognize all of them
here in the House of Representatives.

—————

NETWORKS IGNORE COURT BLOW
TO OBAMACARE

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, re-
cently a U.S. District Court judge ruled
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that the administration’s subsidy fund-
ing scheme for ObamaCare was uncon-
stitutional. This marked a major vic-
tory in citizens’ efforts to stop the
President’s failed healthcare law. How-
ever, the ruling was ignored by all
three major news networks, leaving
many Americans in the dark on the
latest development involving
ObamaCare.

Last year it was revealed that
ObamaCare created or hiked at least 13
different taxes. However, all three
major networks also largely ignored
this increased burden on taxpayers.

It is no wonder that only 6 percent of
Americans trust the media to give
them balanced news. Americans de-
serve all of the facts about the Presi-
dent’s failed healthcare law. The lib-
eral national media should not ignore
important information just because it
conflicts with their political agenda.

——

HONORING LAW ENFORCEMENT
OFFICERS

(Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, this week is National Police Week,
a time to thank and remember those
law enforcement officers who have paid
the ultimate price, officers like Deputy
Carl Koontz of the Howard County
Sheriff’s Department in Indiana.

Deputy Koontz was killed in March
while serving a warrant well after his
shift had ended. He, like so many mem-
bers of our law enforcement commu-
nity, showed dedication and commit-
ment to his duties despite the risks.

As a former deputy mayor of Indian-
apolis and a former U.S. attorney, I
have witnessed firsthand the chal-
lenges faced by our law enforcement of-
ficers and their remarkable families.

But, even more importantly, I saw
again and again men and women in law
enforcement display courage in the
face of adversity, compassion in the
face of hardship, and an unending com-
mitment to serve the communities in
which they live.

Today I salute the men and women in
uniform who every day unfailingly
honor the call to serve and protect.
This week we must also renew our
daily commitment to support our he-
roic men and women in blue. Our
thanks and prayers are with them and
their families this week and every
week.

————

SOVEREIGNTY

(Mr. LAMBORN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, na-
tional sovereignty is one of the most
basic and fundamental principles of
international law. Countries differ in
their history, culture, aims, locations,
and challenges. These factors work to
shape the laws that govern that nation.
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Without understanding and respect-
ing these fundamental principles of
sovereignty, nation-states would have
their territorial integrity infringed
upon, be subordinated to outside im-
posed actions, or come under threat
from other hostile forces. That is why
I cofounded the House Sovereignty
Caucus here in Congress.

We must never forget that the su-
preme law of the land is the U.S. Con-
stitution, Federal laws made pursuant
to the Constitution and treaties made
under the Constitution’s authority. Up-
holding this supreme law is what
makes America great.

Threats to U.S. sovereignty are being
attempted every day. We must stay on
guard against them, both from without
and from within. We must uphold the
supreme law of the land. If we divert
from this law, we will lose our sov-
ereignty and our freedom.

0O 1215
RECOGNIZING COACH JERRY CLAY

(Mr. WESTERMAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to recognize 43 years of service to
young men in Garland County, Arkan-
sas, by Coach Jerry Clay, whose 269
wins as head coach at Fountain Lake
High School and Lake Hamilton High
School are sixth all-time on the list of
most wins in Arkansas high school
football.

Good coaches have the ability to
teach their players to win consistently
on the field. Great coaches teach their
players to be winners in life. Jerry
Clay is a great coach. Not only has he
coached 14 conference championships
and had teams compete in six State
championships—winning two—many
young men he coached have gone on to
excel in virtually all areas of society,
from doctors, to businessmen, to true
American heroes like SEAL Team 6 op-
erator Adam Brown, whose life story
was chronicled in the best-seller book,
“Fearless.”

I will forever be grateful for the in-
vestment Jerry Clay made in my life as
my coach, and I wish him many happy
years in retirement.

———

HONORING NATIONAL POLICE
WEEK AND NATIONAL EMS WEEK

(Mr. ZELDIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, this is Na-
tional Police Week and National EMS
Week, which is when we pause to re-
flect and honor the service and sac-
rifice of the brave men and women who
have lost their lives in the line of duty
while serving to protect us. We also
pay our respects to all who continue to
serve us today. All lives matter. These
men and women risk their lives for the
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safety and security of communities all
throughout our country.

With the terrorist acts in Paris, Bel-
gium, and around the world, we are
constantly reminded of how dangerous
this world can be. When these attacks
occur, they are the ones who run head-
on into the mayhem and chaos without
fear to do everything in their power to
save as many people as they can.

Unfortunately, today we are wit-
nessing the shameful targeting of our
first responders and police officers.
Their authority is constantly being
questioned, making an already difficult
job even more dangerous. It seems we
cannot go a day without hearing on the
news that police officers have been
shot or even killed in trying to do their
jobs.

We must unite around our police offi-
cers and first responders and support
them just as they support us each and
every day.

———

TIME FOR COMPREHENSIVE
IMMIGRATION REFORM

(Mr. POLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, my friends,
the time for immigration reform is now
s0 as to increase our economic growth,
creating good jobs for Americans; to
reduce our budget deficit by over $200
billion; to improve our national secu-
rity so we know who is here and what
they are doing; to make sure that peo-
ple who are here legally have the abil-
ity to get jobs and so that we have the
ability to screen out people who are
violating our laws; to restore the rule
of law; to secure our border; to unite
families so we don’t tear American
children from their immigrant parents.

For all of these reasons and more, it
is time for this body to act. Only Con-
gress can pass comprehensive immigra-
tion reform. Only Congress can enforce
our laws. Only Congress can ensure
that we grow our economy, meet the
needs of our labor force, grow jobs for
American families, and increase wages,
all through comprehensive immigra-
tion reform.

I call upon my Republican and Demo-
cratic friends to stop waiting and to
act and to take up comprehensive im-
migration reform now.

——————

CENTRE COUNTY VOLUNTEER OF
THE YEAR WINNER CHERYL
JOHNSON

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in honor of Cheryl
Johnson, a resident of Centre County
in Pennsylvania’s Fifth Congressional
District, who was recently named Cen-
tre County Volunteer of the Year by
the county’s Chamber of Business and
Industry.
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For more than 20 years, Cheryl has
been the executive director of the Pri-
vate Industry Council of the Central
Corridor, or PICCC, a nonprofit organi-
zation which focuses on improving
workplace effectiveness and preparing
people for either first-time employ-
ment, making career changes, or re-
turning to the workforce. It is esti-
mated that PICCC and its staff impact
more than 15,000 people annually in
Bedford, Blair, and Centre Counties.

During her time with PICCC, Cheryl
has dealt with challenges, including
the county’s transition from being a
manufacturing economy to being one
that is more service driven. As evi-
dence to PICCC’s success and the good
work of other organizations, the coun-
ty regularly has the lowest unemploy-
ment rate in Pennsylvania.

Cheryl’s good work in Centre County
extends beyond PICCC, to volunteer ef-
forts with the United Way, Leadership
Centre County, and the Juniata Valley
Council Boy Scouts of America. She is
an essential part of our community,
and I congratulate her on earning this
recognition which came as a result of
her hard work.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4909, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2017

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 732 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 732

Resolved, That at any time after adoption
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4909) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2017 for
military activities of the Department of De-
fense and for military construction, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes. The first
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with.
All points of order against consideration of
the bill are waived. General debate shall be
confined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Armed Services. After general
debate the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-minute rule. In
lieu of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Committee
on Armed Services now printed in the bill,
an amendment in the nature of a substitute
consisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 114-51, modified by the amendment
printed in part A of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion, shall be considered as adopted in the
House and in the Committee of the Whole.
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as
the original bill for the purpose of further
amendment under the five-minute rule and
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill, as
amended, are waived.

SEC. 2. (a) No further amendment to the
bill, as amended, shall be in order except
those printed in part B of the report of the
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Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution and amendments en bloc described in
section 3 of this resolution.

(b) Each further amendment printed in
part B of the report of the Committee on
Rules shall be considered only in the order
printed in the report, may be offered only by
a Member designated in the report, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally divided
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole.

(c) All points of order against the further
amendments printed in part B of the report
of the Committee on Rules or amendments
en bloc described in section 3 of this resolu-
tion are waived.

SEcC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices or his designee to offer amendments en
bloc consisting of amendments printed in
part B of the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution not ear-
lier disposed of. Amendments en bloc offered
pursuant to this section shall be considered
as read, shall be debatable for 20 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services or their designees,
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division of the
question in the House or in the Committee of
the Whole.

SEC. 4. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment pursuant to this
resolution, the Committee of the Whole shall
rise without motion. No further consider-
ation of the bill shall be in order except pur-
suant to a subsequent order of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RIBBLE). The gentleman from Alabama
is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, House Res-
olution 732 provides for the consider-
ation of H.R. 4909, the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017.

Mr. Speaker, this is the most impor-
tant thing this House will do this year
as it has been the most important
thing this House has done for 54
straight years—setting the policy for
defending the American people.

The resolution provides for a struc-
tured rule and makes in order 61
amendments. This is the first of the
two rules the House will consider on
the NDAA. The Committee on Rules is
continuing to work through the over
375 submitted amendments, and it will
be making more amendments in order
at this afternoon’s meeting.

As a member of the House Committee
on Armed Services, which is the juris-
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dictional committee for this bill, I,
like many others, have spent substan-
tial time in working through this
year’s NDAA. A lot of work has gone
into the bill to get us to this point, and
I want to recognize the work of Chair-
man MAC THORNBERRY, of Ranking
Member ADAM SMITH, and of each of
the subcommittee chairmen and rank-
ing members. We should also recognize
the very capable Committee on Armed
Services staff who has devoted so much
time to this legislation.

This process, as in years past, has
been truly bipartisan. The bill passed
out of the committee by a vote of 60-2.
It is my sincere hope that this bipar-
tisan nature will continue here on the
House floor as we consider the most
important thing we will do all year.
Providing for the common defense is
the most important function of the
Federal Government, and it is one we
all take very seriously.

There are many different threats and
challenges around the globe, and we
and the servicemen and -women who
protect us need to be ready for each of
those threats; so you will be hearing a
lot about readiness over the next cou-
ple of days as we consider this bill be-
cause just having a soldier or an air-
man or a sailor is not enough—they
have to be ready to do the job that we
assign to them. Readiness means that
they have been trained appropriately,
that they have the equipment they
need, and that they have the support
they need to carry out their vital role.

Look around the world as we sit here
today: North Korea is threatening us
with nuclear weapons. They say they
have miniaturized the nuclear weapon.
They have the missile technology not
only to shoot it from land, but to
launch it from submarines.

China, every day, is pushing out fur-
ther and further with these artificial
islands in the South China Sea, claim-
ing, virtually, the entire South China
Sea as theirs that they can control and
against the claims of other countries in
the region—a part of the world where
over $5 trillion in trade moves to and
fro, which is something that has a di-
rect impact on the well-being of the
American people.

Look at what is happening in Europe.
Russia has taken the Crimea. They are
involved in actions in the eastern part
of Ukraine today. They threaten NATO
allies—countries with which we have
an Article V obligation to defend if any
country attacks them—and Russia is
threatening those countries today.

Then in the Middle East, as many of
us know, we have a resurgent Iran.
After the deal that the President
struck with Iran last year, Iran now
has access to tens of billions of dollars.
As the major state supporter of ter-
rorism in the world, they are using
that money to fund terrorist groups
like Hezbollah and Hamas, which cause
so much havoc and destruction and
death. We have this terrible situation
in Syria, a continually bad situation in
Iraq, failed states in Yemen and Libya.
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Our military—our defense forces—are
called upon to address all of those—to
protect us, to protect the American
people. That is why getting this bill
right is so important. That is why tak-
ing it seriously is so important. Wheth-
er it is fighting terrorism in Iraq or in
Afghanistan, deterring Russian aggres-
sion in Europe, or projecting force in
the Pacific, our military has their
hands full, and this bill is critical to
ensuring that they are ready for what
is coming to them and to us. Let us
make sure we understand. Experts far
beyond my background have said that
the United States has never faced this
level—this complexity—of threat to
our national security since the end of
World War II.

This bill is also an important over-
sight tool for Congress as we work to
ensure accountability, efficiency, and
effectiveness from our Nation’s mili-
tary. The NDAA authorizes spending at
a level of $574 billion for national de-
fense base requirements and an addi-
tional $36 billion for overseas contin-
gency operations. This matches the
total funding level of $610 billion that
was requested by President Obama.
These spending levels are needed to
make critical investments that will
begin to restore our military readiness.

It seems like every day a new and
alarming report comes out about the
dire situation our military is in: planes
can’t fly due to deferred repairs; troops
aren’t adequately trained; there is a
lack of naval vessels in critical thea-
ters. These stories have begun the sad
reality for our military in recent years,
and we are putting the lives of our
servicemembers at risk.
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To be clear, none of these are the
fault of our servicemembers who con-
tinue to rise to the challenge and do
more with less. But we, as a Congress,
have to fix this problem.

The NDAA will put us back on track
by strengthening our commitment to
our military men and women. It fully
funds the 2.1 percent pay raise for our
troops and restores funding for train-
ing and maintenance programs, while
also helping rebuild crumbling facili-
ties.

The bill is also reform oriented. You
are going to hear a lot about reform
over these next 2 days. It includes long-
needed reforms to the acquisition proc-
ess and the Uniform Code of Military
Justice, as well as boosting healthcare
programs to ensure high quality and
access to care. All told, there are five
components of reform in this bill.

I also want to briefly touch on a few
issues up front that I know my col-
leagues will likely bring up. First, this
rule self-executes an amendment by
Chairman SESSIONS of the Rules Com-
mittee that would strike a provision of
the bill relating to women and Selec-
tive Service.

This is an issue that the Armed Serv-
ices Committee has not debated. No
hearings have been held. It was added
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to the NDAA by an amendment in the
dead of night. This rule removes that
provision and allows Congress to prop-
erly study the issue.

Wherever you stand on the issue of
including women in the draft, the
American people should have the ben-
efit of a full hearing, a full consider-
ation of that issue. Jamming this thing
into this bill and considering it with-
out going through that is not right for
the American people, whichever side
they stand on. Making that the way
this bill stands today is the right thing
to do before we make a substantial
change.

I also know the President has some
concerns about the way this year’s
NDAA funds our military. The bill
funds the overseas contingency oper-
ation until April 2017, when a new
President will have time to assess the
security situation, and then they could
submit a supplemental budget request
based on their priorities.

This is common for the first year of
a new administration. Indeed, in 2008,
then-Senator Barack Obama, then-Sen-
ator John Kerry, and then-Senator JOE
BIDEN all supported a similar strategy.
So I find it very odd that they now op-
pose that same strategy.

The bottom line is that this bill ade-
quately funds our military while meet-
ing critical needs for military readi-
ness and supporting overseas oper-
ations. Let’s not let politics get in the
way here. There is enough political
theater taking place in the Presi-
dential election.

On this issue, this critical issue of
national security, let’s come together
as Democrats and Republicans and
show the American people that we can
work together on behalf of our military
and our national defense.

I urge my colleague to support House
Resolution 732 and the underlying bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
the customary 30 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to the rule providing for general
debate on H.R. 4909, the NDAA, or Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2017.

For 54 straight years, the United
States Congress has come together in a
bipartisan fashion to craft policies and
recommendations for the United States
Armed Forces and to put these into
law. As has been indicated, of course,
this is one of the most consequential
and substantial items that we have. It
is one of our responsibilities here in
the United States Congress.

Personally, I have found objections
to some of the policies in the bill. Of
course, I commend the work of the men
and women on the Armed Services
Committee on this legislation. I am
going to highlight some of the prob-
lems that exist and why many of us on
both sides of the aisle will likely be op-
posing the legislation.

Many of my colleagues on the Armed
Services Committee currently serve or
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have served in the Armed Forces. They
are dedicated public servants, and they
have worked hard on this bill. Of
course, the bill includes the rest of us
as well.

Over 375 amendments have been of-
fered to improve this bill. The Rules
Committee will be meeting this after-
noon to determine how many of those
we make in order, and I hope that the
Rules Committee makes in order a
great number of these amendments. Of
course, the first step under this rule is
to make a few dozen amendments in
order, and we will continue that work
in the Rules Committee shortly.

Mr. Speaker, for all the hard work
that the Armed Services Committee
has done, what we have before us this
week is, unfortunately, an argument
that needs to be resolved in the Budget
Committee.

What we have is effectively an ac-
counting trick that drives us deeper
into debt and increases the budget def-
icit to pay for 1 year of increased de-
fense spending. To this point, I object
to having this budget debate even in
the context of a defense bill.

But by disregarding the proper use of
what is called the overseas contingency
operations account and by flouting the
Budget Control Act agreed upon by Re-
publicans and Democrats, unfortu-
nately, this Armed Services bill has
been overtaken by a debate on the Fed-
eral budget.

What we have before us is a bill that
will increase the deficit and increase
the debt above and beyond the spend-
ing levels the Democrats and Repub-
licans agreed to. The free-spending Re-
publican Party continues to throw tax-
payer dollar after taxpayer dollar.

Do they just intend to drive up the
debt or do they intend to increase your
taxes? When we increase our deficit, it
means increased taxes. Effectively,
this Republican bill is a tax increase on
future American families, like my
kids.

So this week we see a debate about
the inability of the Republicans to pass
a budget or adhere to a budget when
they do agree to one.

If the debate over our armed services
was not such a serious topic, I would
say that this was a very clever, elabo-
rate budget scheme. And it is clever. It
is far too clever, more so than the tra-
ditional budget gimmicks that we have
been presented with.

I am going to explain to you exactly
what this tax-and-spend Republican
plan is. The bill authorizes $540 billion
in discretionary base budget authority
that includes $523 billion for the DOD
and $19.5 billion for the Department of
Energy’s defense work.

But since the United States has been
embroiled in conflict abroad since 2001,
several administrations have requested
and Congress has always granted an-
other pot of money known as the over-
seas contingency fund.

This year the bill provides $59 billion
for what we call overseas contingency.
Now, together with the $543 billion

May 17, 2016

base, plus the $59 million in overseas
contingency, that equals the Presi-
dent’s budget request.

Now, as a reminder, the Republicans
haven’t actually produced a budget
this year; so, it is hard to make a com-
parison. All we can do is compare it to
the President’s budget because there is
no House budget and there is no Repub-
lican budget. We haven’t even seen one
to be able to act on it or have a debate.

Traditionally, we bring before the
body several budgets and whichever
one gets the most votes is the budget
of the House. There are usually several
budgets from the Democratic side, sev-
eral budgets from the Republican side.

In years past, there have even been
bipartisan budgets which I have been
honored to support. This year, how-
ever, Republicans are not even allow-
ing the House of Representatives to
consider, no less pass, a budget.

So what the NDAA does is it takes
this overseas contingency account,
which many consider to be a slush fund
for Pentagon operations, and it takes
$18 billion of that to pay for base oper-
ations.

Some of that $18 billion goes to fund
the Pentagon’s unfunded priorities or
what we might call their wish list or
items that they couldn’t fit into the
agreed-upon budget control number of
$543 billion.

So this busts through the deficit, in-
creases the debt. It is a Republican
plan to tax and spend, tax and spend,
tax and spend, like they always do
through accounting tricks that they
are doing right here in the defense
budget.

So the Pentagon gets more of the
big-ticket items they want. Taxpayers
are left paying the bill to the det-
riment of our economy, to the det-
riment of job creation, so that our own
kids have to pay future taxes, putting
our Nation deeper and deeper in debt,
which I should point out to my friends
is a national security issue.

When we are economically beholden
to other nations like China or Saudi
Arabia, that is as great, if not greater,
a national security threat than the one
we combat with the tanks and Armed
Forces that this bill seeks to authorize.
So it is very important to take that
into account.

If we look at what are the reasons
that we defeated the Soviet Union dur-
ing the cold war, they overinvested in
their defense relative to their GDP,
which effectively hurt their economy
and made their economic model
unsustainable because they were allo-
cating too much to defense to try to
keep up with where we were.

If we mortgage our future to the Chi-
nese and Saudi Arabians, how are we
increasing our security, Mr. Speaker?
In fact, we are decreasing our security
to fund current consumption for 1 year
at the price of mortgaging our future
to foreign adversaries.

By stealing $18 billion from the over-
seas contingency account, the NDAA
guarantees that we run out of money
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for overseas operations sometime in
April 2017. And, of course, this Congress
would never let money run out for op-
erations against ISIS and Afghanistan
and elsewhere.

So, of course, when it comes down to
it, this bill will come before Congress
in April and Congress will make sure
that we have the money we need to
fight ISIS because they looted from
this bill the money that was designed
to fight ISIS to pay for items on the
Pentagon’s wish list. So that is what is
happening here.

Rather than appropriating money to
combat ISIS and Afghanistan and
other countries for the full year, they
are just doing it for a few months.
They are taking some of that money,
putting it into the base, mortgaging
our future, putting burdens on tax-
payers, and making us economically at
risk of being dominated by the coun-
tries that we continue to borrow from.

Look, that is why the Secretary of
Defense and that is why the President
of the United States, the Commander
in Chief, are completely against this
way of budgeting. It is fiscally irre-
sponsible.

As the ranking member of the Armed
Services Committee testified at the
Rules Committee yesterday, this old
gimmick probably violates the bipar-
tisan Budget Control Act. When you do
that, that is where the budget debate
gets going. Congress has set limits on
how much we can spend on defense
versus nondefense.

So when we run out of money next
year under this NDAA plan, we are
going to be forced to spend more. I
mean, who before us is not going to
spend the money we need to combat
ISIS?

Of course Congress will spend more.
This is a plan to set up Congress to
spend more. Of course, Congress will
spend more regardless of who controls
Congress.

That is why budgets matter. That is
why this arcane and esoteric gimmick
in this bill matters. It is why we should
have these debates in the Budget Com-
mittee. It is why this Congress should
pass a budget. It is why we should let
the national defense bill be about de-
fense rather than mortgaging our fu-
ture.

Look, if it wasn’t enough to have this
budget smoke-and-mirrors debate in
the defense bill, this year’s NDAA also
has a debate about whether we should
let taxpayer dollars subsidize discrimi-
nation and whether we should encour-
age corporate misconduct.

Mr. Speaker, I am not going to dwell
long on the subsidization of discrimina-
tion and encouraging corporate mis-
conduct, but I can’t fathom why there
would be a place in this bill about na-
tional defense for provisions that allow
Federal contractors to discriminate
against LGBT employees. That is unac-
ceptable, bizarre, and contrary to
meeting the security needs of our Na-
tion.

Also included in this bill is an exemp-
tion from the President’s Fair Pay and
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Safe Workplace Executive Order. The
place to debate that is in another com-
mittee I serve on, the Education and
the Workforce Committee, not the na-
tional defense bill. Those need to be re-

moved.
Of course, this bill also strikes the
Selective Service registration for

women. The committee mark included
women in Selective Service. Person-
ally, I cosponsor a bill with Represent-
ative MIKE COFFMAN to eliminate Se-
lective Service that would save money.
And, of course, in my entire lifetime,
there has not been a draft.

If we are going to have a Selective
Service system, of course, it needs to
include women. Women serve in every
single combat role. It needs to include
everybody so we can mobilize man-
power and womanpower most effec-
tively. But, unfortunately, that has
been stripped out of this bill.

I believe we should take a hard look
at doing away with Selective Service
entirely. Of course, at the very least,
we should include both men and women
at the age of 18.

To move forward without any real
debate on this issue and to strike that
section without meaningful floor de-
bate is bad policy, bad procedure. It is
an offense to the committee which put
it into the bill and yet another reason
I plan on opposing the bill.

There are other pieces of this bill
which I and many Democrats and Re-
publicans object to. There is a lot of
time to go into those, which I will do
depending on how many speakers we
have.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I was listening very carefully to my
colleague, and I heard him talk about
what is being proposed in this bill as
being accounting tricks and cover. I
am going to repeat again that what
this bill is doing is exactly what then-
Senator Obama, then-Senator Kerry,
then-Senator BIDEN voted for in 2008.

There is nothing new here. We are
going into another President, and we
are giving that President an oppor-
tunity to take a look at the situation
and come back to us and tell us what
they want.

He said that this will drive up the
deficit. It only drives up the deficit if
we are not willing to work together to
cut in other places because national de-
fense is more important than anything
else we do.

If we don’t want to drive up the def-
icit—and I sure don’t want to drive up
the deficit—let’s talk about some seri-
ous cuts to other parts of the budget
that aren’t nearly as important as na-
tional defense.

He called the overseas contingency
account a slush fund. It is a fund di-
rectly requested by President Obama.
It was requested by the President be-
fore him. It is something we have done
for a while. It is adequately accounted
for. There is plenty of oversight over
it. So it is not a slush fund at all.
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The gentleman from Colorado said
that we should be careful about over-
investing as the Russians did relative
to GDP. If you look at what the de-
fense spending is as a percentage of the
American GDP, for the last several
years it has gone down. It is so much
lower than it was even just a few years
ago. In fact, we now know it is dan-
gerously low because of what our ad-
versaries—Russia, China, et cetera—
are doing.
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He talked about that this bill some-
how encourages corporate misconduct.
This bill has more reforms in it than
we have seen in years that are going to
require more and more people to toe
the line, as they should when we are
spending the taxpayers’ money.

He said that there is something in
this bill that might have something to
do with LGBT discrimination. No, sir.
Mr. Speaker, what is in this bill, what
is going to be proposed for this bill, is
something that gets to people’s reli-
gious freedom. We don’t treat religious
freedom seriously enough in this body.
We act as if it is somehow now a sec-
ondary right. Well, it is a primary
right. It has always been a primary
right, and we should always stand up
for it in this body.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. LAM-
BORN).

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Alabama for his
good work on this rule and on this bill.

I want to talk about the critical part
of the bill and an amendment that was
proposed and then withdrawn, and that
has to do with Iran’s heavy water pro-
duction. The reason this amendment
was withdrawn and won’t be under con-
sideration in the Committee on Rules
for discussion later today is because it
deserves to have stand-alone treat-
ment. It is that important.

Heavy water is used to produce weap-
ons-grade plutonium. Its distinctive
properties make it a critical compo-
nent in the production of nuclear weap-
ons. Now, the nuclear deal that some of
the Senators voted for—not by two-
thirds by any means—forbids Iran from
stockpiling more than 130 tons of
heavy water during the initial years of
the deal, and they will be allowed to
produce 90 tons later. But they are re-
quired, under the deal, to redesign and
rebuild their Arak facility to support
its ‘‘peaceful’” needs and research.

So Iran did agree to keep pace with
international technological advance-
ment trends and rely only on light
water, not heavy water, for future nu-
clear power, yet they have been pro-
ducing heavy water nevertheless.

The Wall Street Journal has exposed
the proposed purchase of Iran’s over-
produced heavy water, stating that the
administration is encouraging ‘‘Tehran
to stick to the nuclear agreement
reached last year.”

So apparently the administration is
seeking to entice others to purchase
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Iran’s overproduced heavy water by
making the first purchase. U.S. Energy
Secretary Ernest Moniz said: ‘‘“That
will be a statement to the world: ‘You
want to buy heavy water from Iran,
you can buy heavy water from Iran.
It’s been done. Even the United States
did it.””” So we are enabling Iran to vio-
late the terms of the deal, and we are
going out and buying this, using tax-
payer dollars nevertheless.

Now, if the Iranians cannot or simply
will not keep the deal, we have to come
up with a better deal, not bail them
out of aspects of the deal that they
don’t want to comply with. So this pro-
posed purchase by the administration
violates the intention of the deal and
the will of the American people. We
can’t let this administration or the
speech writer Ben Rhodes or their fab-
ricated echo chamber deceive us any
longer.

By the way, this speech writer, Ben
Rhodes, admitted in a New York Times
article published just the other day
that they took things they knew not to
be true and misled the American peo-
ple on purpose to get the deal passed.

We must not authorize funds to pur-
chase heavy water from Iran. Because
this issue is so important, I will work
with leadership to make sure that we
consider this later as stand-alone legis-
lation.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts (Ms. TSONGAS).

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to speak against this rule that
repeals a provision that was added to
the NDAA, the National Defense Au-
thorization Act, after a bipartisan, re-
corded vote in committee which ex-
pands the Selective Service System to
include women. That provision was in
line with the Secretary of Defense’s de-
cision to eliminate the ban on women
serving in direct ground combat posi-
tions and the recognition that women
are much needed across all aspects of
military capability.

This rule precludes Congress from
having an open and transparent debate
about this very important issue that
impacts women’s equality. If we want a
full hearing, is there no better place
than on the floor of this House? This
rule would prevent that.

Gender equality is achieved when
women and men enjoy the same rights,
opportunities, and responsibilities
across all sectors of society, including
military service, and when the abili-
ties, aspirations, and talents of women
and men are equally valued. Including
women in the draft is a step toward
that equality.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. POLIS. I yield an additional 30
seconds to the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts.

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, this po-
sition is shared by both Army Chief of
Staff Mark Milley and Marine Com-
mandant Robert Neller.

I urge my colleagues to reject this
rule that denies the current reality of
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military service, limits gender equal-
ity, ignores a bipartisan vote, and does
not allow for an open and transparent
debate on the floor of the House.

Mr. BYRNE. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I completely agree with
my colleague who just spoke that, if we
are going to do this, we should have a
full debate on it. But we should also let
the American people be heard.

Because of the way this happened in
committee, there was no public hearing
beforehand. There was no notice to the
American people that this was going to
be considered. So the most important
people we need to hear from on this
haven’t been heard from, and they need
to be heard from.

The way to do that is for us to an-
nounce that we are considering this;
have full public hearings in committee;
and then, after having full public hear-
ings, the committee makes a decision
and brings something to this floor for
us to debate. But for us to bring up an
issue of that magnitude without having
gone through the process of letting the
American people be truly heard here,
that is not appropriate.

So while I understand exactly what
my colleague just said—I was there for
the committee meeting. I know that
there was a vote on it. It was a vote
after we had no debate in committee,
no hearings, no opportunity for the
American people to be heard—if we are
going to take an issue like this and
bring it to the floor of this House, we
need to do all of that or we wouldn’t be
doing our job. So I respectfully dis-
agree with her. I think the self-exe-
cuting amendment by Chairman SES-
SIONS is appropriate, and I would urge
my colleagues to support that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would say in response
to my friend that the committee did a
lot of work through the night and
voted on a number of issues that Mem-
bers raised, and many of the items that
they voted on were not subject to their
own hearings. What we are seeing here
is a failure of Speaker RYAN to follow
through on his pledge for regular order.

What is regular order? There is a
committee markup of the bill for good
or bad. Sometimes the chairman has
things in that bill he or she doesn’t
want. Other times it is exactly like
they want it. That gets reported out to
the Committee on Rules, and other
Members have a chance to change it. If
any Member of this body wanted to re-
move women from the Selective Serv-
ice, which was in the HASC markup,
they would simply offer an amendment
to do so. That is the normal process.
There would be debate and there would
be a vote.

Instead of that process, there is a
mysterious self-executing amendment
in the rule itself; so the rule, itself,
controverts the actual bill that the
HASC reported out. It actually changes

May 17, 2016

the very bill that the committee
worked on without a vote, without de-
bate, and that is the opposite of reg-
ular order, the opposite of the process
that allows Members to fully debate
and vet these issues.

This rule actually stifles the debate
on this very issue that the HASC
weighed in on. It is my understanding
it is in the Senate bill, to include
women in Selective Service as well. I
think it will likely be in any con-
ference report that comes out. But for
whatever reason, rather than having
the debate and vote on the floor, it is
being hidden behind a procedural trick
in a self-executing rule.

I yield 2% minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MOULTON) to
discuss the bill and the rule.

Mr. MOULTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to speak on important provisions
contained within the National Defense
Authorization Act.

I have said many times that too lit-
tle attention has been given to a long-
term political strategy in our fight
against ISIL. That is why I worked
with colleagues from both sides of the
aisle to include an amendment now
contained in the bill that requires the
administration to develop an inte-
grated political and military strategy
to defeat ISIS. Without this strategy,
we risk repeating mistakes of the past.

We largely defeated al Qaeda in Iraq
militarily in 2009 but failed to follow
through on the root causes and ensure
the success of Iraqi politics going for-
ward. It created a political vacuum
that ISIS grew into. We cannot afford
to make that mistake again.

Second, we should all be able to agree
that our military personnel and vet-
erans deserve the best health care in
the world. That is why I am proud to
report the bill also contains provisions
I worked on with several Members to
address the increased rates of suicide
in our military. Since 2012, suicide has
been the leading cause of death in our
military. In the past 3 years alone, the
suicide rate has been nearly 50 percent
greater than in the civilian population.

The Department of Defense needs to
take an aggressive approach in solving
this crisis. My amendment included in
the bill would identify trends and in-
stances of suicides and require better
proactive and reactive mental health
care for active personnel.

Finally, I want to call attention to
the urgent need to continue the Special
Immigrant Visa program for Afghans
who worked for U.S. forces. A bipar-
tisan amendment before the Com-
mittee on Rules now would remove the
unfortunate narrowing of eligibility re-
quirements included in the mark,
which would prevent hundreds of Af-
ghans whose lives are at risk because
of their work for our country from
even being considered for resettlement
in the United States.

The narrowing of eligibility inten-
tionally excludes hundreds of Afghans
who worked for the U.S. State Depart-
ment, USAID, and U.S. security con-
tractors in a number of capacities,
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many of whom face well-documented
death threats due to their work with
our government, regardless of whether
that was with frontline troops or on an
American base. By narrowing eligi-
bility, the program would erode the ex-
pectations of hundreds of Afghan staff
whose lives remain in danger because
of their work for the U.S. mission and
also make it more difficult to hire and
retain qualified Afghan staff who are
essential to achieving our diplomatic
and assistance goals. For that risk and
sacrifice, the very least we can do is
offer them a chance to stay alive, to
keep living, rather than abandoning
them to the same enemies they united
with us to destroy.

Mr. BYRNE. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate my col-
league from Massachusetts and all the
points that he has made. Indeed, there
were a number of bipartisan amend-
ments that were added to the bill dur-
ing that very long day and night that
we spent considering it, which just
points out the bipartisan nature of
what we are doing here.

On the committee, we try to work to-
gether to find the right way forward
for the defense of America. When col-
leagues on either side of the aisle offer
something that is common sense and
we think will work, we work together
to make sure it gets in the bill, and
that is what he just alluded to.

He also alluded to an amendment
that he hopes will be added as a result
of the Committee on Rules meeting
this afternoon. We are going to be con-
sidering an awful lot of amendments
this afternoon. There are over 60
amendments that we have made in
order in this rule, bipartisan amend-
ments, so this is a very strong effort on
our part to make sure that this is a bi-
partisan bill; and as a bipartisan bill, it
deserves bipartisan support.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, it is par-
ticularly ironic that the gentleman is
touting the bipartisan amendments. It
is one of those bipartisan amendments
that adds women in the Selective Serv-
ice that is stripped out of the HASC
bill, of the committee’s bill right here
in this rule, through a self-executing
amendment.

So this rule, if it were to pass—and I
hope it doesn’t. I hope my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle vote ‘‘no.”
This rule undoes one of those very bi-
partisan amendments that the gen-
tleman is touting.

I yield 2% minutes to the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH).

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman. I thank the Committee
on Armed Services for the hard work
they did to produce this bill. I am not
going to support it.

The most important function that we
have is to make certain that America
is secure. Our defense authorization
bill is a major component of that, but
I believe this bill fails in some funda-
mental respects.
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Number one, the budget is very large.
We are approaching $700 billion. But
throwing money at a problem does not
solve a problem. What we are doing as
we throw more money at a problem
without making hard decisions is we
generate and accept as inevitable an
immense amount of inefficiency.

Number two, there is an overreliance
on the OCO funding. First of all, OCO,
off budget, should be debated, and it
should be appropriated. It should be
subject to all budget caps. But to then
begin using it not just for overseas con-
tingency operations but to actually in-
vest in major weapons systems is a
gross mistake that is just going to lead
to a weaker budgeting system that is
essential, in my view, to our national
security.
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Of that OCO funding, money would be
used for weapon systems like the F/A-
18E Super Hornet and the F-35. The $35
billion in the OCO authorization is for
war requirements, including dollar
amounts in the millions.

Now, the other issue with respect to
OCO—and another failure in this bill—
is we are once again continuing to have
military operations—this country is at
war—without having any debate on an
Authorization for Use of Military
Force. That should be part of it.

Third, we have significant issues in
NATO. As the Speaker and my col-
league, the chairman, know, NATO is
absolutely essential to our defense. But
the time for the United States to be
bearing as big a burden for that defense
has come to a conclusion.

We will bear the majority of the ex-
pense, but the commitment on our
NATO allies is to reach 2 percent of
their gross domestic product in defense
spending. If our NATO allies are not
doing that, we are asking the American
taxpayer to do it. These are mature de-
mocracies. They have stable econo-
mies. It is about time that we asked for
this to absolutely happen.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
gentleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. WELCH. The real fundamental
question for us is whether or not in
this defense budget we are going to ask
what are the fundamental strategic ne-
cessities of the United States to be in
a strong posture to defend itself.

The approach of just throwing more
money and maintaining weapons sys-
tems that our military is not even ask-
ing for, of blinking on the question of
personnel review—all of these things
are just postponed for another day.
They need to be faced today.

So, Mr. Speaker, I thank the com-
mittee for its work, but I will not be
supporting this bill.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gen-
tleman from Vermont. He and I and a
group of Members of this body met re-
cently with members of the German
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Bundestag and the Russian Duma to
talk about these very issues, and it was
a most enlightening trip for all of us.
By the way, all of us went as American
citizens, as Members of the United
States Congress, not as Democrats or
Republicans.

One of the most troubling things that
we learned from that trip is that the
Russians continue to invest at a sig-
nificantly higher level than we are in
terms of their increases every year and
their military activities. That is why
they have been so successful in
Ukraine, why they have been so suc-
cessful recently in Syria. So this bill
begins to turn back around so that we
are investing properly.

If T thought that we were throwing
money at the problem, if my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle and the
Armed Services Committee thought we
were just throwing money at the prob-
lem, this bill would not have received a
60-2 vote in committee, I can tell you
that.

The inefficiencies the gentleman
talked about we are very concerned
about. That is why there is so much re-
form in this bill. There are five dif-
ferent components that deal with re-
form. We can’t expect American tax-
payers to pay for any part of the gov-
ernment that is inefficient, including
our military.

He brought up the Authorization for
Use of Military Force. We had a big de-
bate about this in committee, and I
asked my staff: Why can’t we consider
an Authorization for Use of Military
Force in our committee? I think we
should.

I was told and we found out by read-
ing the War Powers Act, a law passed
by Congress in 1973, that, under that
law, jurisdiction for the Authorization
for Use of Military Force is vested in
the Foreign Affairs Committee, not in
the Armed Services Committee, so we
could not consider that when it came
before the committee.

And then, finally, as to his comments
about NATO, I share a lot of his con-
cerns. I think many of us do. There is
nothing wrong and everything right
with expecting our NATO allies to
meet their 2 percent obligation. Most
of them are not doing that.

I do believe the administration is
working with them to get them to that
point, but I don’t think we should ever
miss an opportunity to keep the heat
on them to do that. Ultimately, the de-
fense that we provide over in Europe
through NATO is the defense of those
countries.

So I think it is appropriate that the
gentleman brought up that point. I
hope the administration will continue
to do that, and I hope that we will con-
tinue to back any effort that is taken
by this administration or the next to
do that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to take some
time to highlight some of the terrible
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environmental provisions that run
counter to our national security imper-
ative to create a more sustainable soci-
ety that are in this bill or that have
been submitted as amendments to this
bill.

For instance, there has been an
amendment that would block imple-
mentation of the collaborative Federal
land use plans and prevent listing of
the sage-grouse under the Endangered
Species Act for the next decade.

We have had extensive hearings in
another committee I serve on, the Nat-
ural Resources Committee. This has
nothing to do with defense. In fact, we
hold up the collaborative Federal land
use plan as an example of how to avoid
listing this species and, yet, make sure
that we can maintain a viable habitat.

I think it was a great success. I think
it is ridiculous that we are talking
about amending a national defense bill
to undo something that we have had
extensive hearings on in the Natural
Resources Committee and is held up by
all parties involved as a huge success.

In addition, there is going to be an
amendment offered to sell off over
800,000 acres of the Desert National
Wildlife Refuge in Nevada. It would be
transferred to the Air Force, which has
not requested a transfer. The Air Force
has not requested this land for any
military use; yet, there is a bill to im-
pose the management of these lands on
the Air Force.

It would represent a harmful public
land sell-off precedent. It is important
habitat for desert bighorn sheep, mule
deer, mountain lions, and other wild-
life.

As we mentioned, the Air Force has
not requested the stewardship of these
lands. Of course, it would put a costly
new burden on the Air Force to the
detriment of our national security.

In addition, there are two provisions
already in the NDAA that will remove
or block Federal endangered species
protections for the American bur-
rowing beetle and the lesser prairie
chicken.

Again, I am happy to have those de-
bates. But what on Earth do they have
to do with national defense, and why
are they in the committee bill?

Section 2866 would block ESA protec-
tions for the lesser prairie chicken for
6 years and then impose arbitrary re-
strictions on whether the Secretary of
the Interior can relist the lesser prairie
chicken, regardless of its biological
status, even if there is only a handful
left or it is nearing extinction.

Section 2866 would also immediately
and permanently remove the burrowing
beetle for protection under the Endan-
gered Species Act and prevent it from
receiving any protections in the future.

Our Dbiodiversity is a source of
strength. To somehow have a backdoor
attempt—if you can’t get these things
through the proper regular order of the
Natural Resources Committee, to
somehow say that the burrowing beetle
has something to do with national de-
fense is a great stretch of our rules of
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germaneness that we have here in the
body of this House.

More perilously, more dangerously,
there is language in the House NDAA
bill that is a repeal of section 526 of the
Energy Independence and Security Act
of 2007. The purpose of this law is to re-
duce the Department of Defense’s de-
pendence on oil from hostile regimes of
the world.

So it is a disparate element of ad-
vanced lower carbon fuels to promote
energy security. Repealing this provi-
sion is something the Department of
Defense does not want. It would be un-
wise for our clean energy future.

So this bill actually detracts from
the current language in the repeal of
section 526. It reduces our energy secu-
rity as a Nation, renders us to be more
reliant on foreign powers for our oil,
just as the budgetary tricks in this bill
will force us to borrow more from
China and Saudi Arabia to spend this
year.

Finally, there is some damaging lan-
guage about aquatic invasive species,
which, of course, cost billions of dollars
annually when we deal with the zebra
mussels in lakes in Colorado, damaging
shipping, damage to industrial and gov-
ernment facilities. Invasive species
cause great irreversible damage to
coastal and inland waters, including
some in my district.

Once a nonnative species invades a
lake or river, it is basically impossible
to eliminate, as we know. S. 373, the
Vessel Incidental Discharge Act, or
VIDA, would discard the Clean Waters
Act goal of stopping further invasive
species and replace it with a law that
would instead put ineffective standards
for removing invasive species from
ships’ ballast water discharges that
bear no relation to protection of water
quality.

So, again, this bill will strip out very
important measures that would pre-
vent the dissemination of invasive spe-
cies. Even in the lakes in my district,
including in Grand County, we have
had a devastating impact of the zebra
mussel invasive species both on local
habitat as well as directly on rec-
reational ships and boaters.

There is not a direct military aspect
to where we are, but, again, this ap-
plies to both military and shipping and
is a great cost to the American econ-
omy when these invasive species
threaten us.

Again, these are issues people may
differ on. I am happy to have that de-
bate. In fact, it is a little bit of déja vu.
I feel like I have had that debate on the
Natural Resources Committee. We have
debated many of these same things.

But instead of bills being reported
out of that committee and coming to
the floor, apparently, the NDAA is seen
by some as a catchall to attack our en-
vironmental safeguards. That is wrong.
That actually detracts from our na-
tional security. It makes us more reli-
ant on foreign oil. It is the wrong di-
rection for the bill, the wrong direction
for national defense.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I wish we didn’t have to
deal with environmental issues on the
Armed Services Committee, but, unfor-
tunately, we have military bases all
across the United States where they
are being limited in what they want to
do, what they could potentially do, by
other Federal agencies that are using
their powers to tell our defense folks
that they can’t do things that are im-
portant to carrying out their military
mission.

So I heard my colleague, and I know
of his service on the Natural Resources
Committee and the good work of that
committee. But when you have those
agencies beginning to impinge on our
ability to deliver on national defense, 1
think that is under the jurisdiction of
our committee. We have gotten waivers
to be able to take these issues up from
those committees, including the Nat-
ural Resources Committee.

Look, I am not saying the sage-
grouse or the beetle is not important,
but they are not more important than
the defense of the United States of
America. We have dealt with these
issues in a responsible way. I hope and
pray that the time will come when we
won’t ever have to talk about that in
the Armed Services Committee again.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

I still remain hard pressed to see how
the burrowing beetle or the lesser prai-
rie chicken are somehow a security
issue that needs to be addressed in the
National Defense Authorization Act.

Look, there are a number of other
flaws with the bill. It greatly overfunds
our nuclear weapons activities, which
will cost taxpayers hundreds of billions
over the next 10 years. I have offered
an amendment to reduce this.

This is for a stockpile of weapons
that could be greatly reduced and still
maintain the capability of destroying
the world many times over, however
useful that capability may be.

I think it should be good enough that
we have enough capability to destroy
the world three or four times instead of
seven times. God forbid, we don’t have
enough capabilities to destroy the en-
tire world and wipe out life.

This bill does not include, as had
been mentioned, an Authorization for
Use of Military Force for our ongoing
operations in Iraq, Syria, and else-
where. Despite repeated calls to write
an updated authorization, despite the
belief of many Members on both sides
of the aisle, the current war is illegal.

This Congress has taken zero mean-
ingful action to date. We should change
that or at least debate changing that
this week.

As I said before, when you have a na-
tional security bill that mortgages our
future, makes us more reliant on for-
eign oil, you wonder at what point you
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should stop calling it a national secu-
rity bill and start calling it a national
insecurity bill.

The vision that my constituents
have, the vision that I have, for a safe
and secure America is not one with
bloated budget deficits and borrowing
from China and Saudi Arabia. It is not
one where we cut off our own renew-
able energies program so we can rely
more on foreign oil. It is not one where
we borrow more from our kids’ future
and mortgage them. That is not the se-
cure America that we should seek as a
United States Congress.

These are the kinds of questions that
we should be debating in the defense
bill. But instead of focusing on these
real questions of how to improve our
armed services and how to provide for
the national defense, the general de-
bate we will see under this rule will
dedicate a large portion to debate on
the budget and the looting of this over-
seas contingency fund, which Congress
will have to come back and backfill in
April, therefore mortgaging our future
and increasing our national debt to
fund.

Instead of actually passing a budget,
this Congress is having a backdoor
budget debate, debating it now. It is
the wrong way to do things.

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule that would shed light
on the secret money in politics.

The DISCLOSE Act, authored by Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, would require outside
groups to disclose the source of the
contributions they are using to fund
their campaigns.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’” and defeat the
previous question. I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘“‘no” on the rule with the self-
executing language which undoes the
committee language, in violation of
regular order. Vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. BYRNE. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate and respect
the gentleman from Colorado and his
earnestness and all of what he has said
today; and I do agree with him that
there are many things that we need to
debate on this floor and that we will be
debating on this floor over the next 2
days.

But let’s make sure we don’t lose
sight of the central thing we are here
to do, and that is to protect and defend
the people of the United States.

Yes, there are going to be some ex-
traneous issues, issues that we wish we
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didn’t even have to talk about; but at
the end of the day, we are going to
come back to that central function,
that most important function that we
have, and that is defending the people
of the United States.

Because of things that have happened
before today, the readiness of our
Armed Forces, the people we charge
with the direct responsibility of de-
fending us, the readiness has come
down steadily. Planes can’t fly. Armed
vehicles can’t drive. Weapons don’t
function. We don’t have enough train-
ing for our troops.

So we have listened to all of the uni-
formed commanders that have come
before our committee and heard the
dire circumstances we face all across
the national defense of this country,
and this bill begins to turn that
around.

It is not a big enough turnaround. We
have got a lot of work to do to get back
to where we need to be, but this begins
that process of getting our Armed
Forces ready in a way that is meaning-
ful and responsible for them but also
will create the actual effect of pro-
tecting the American people.

We have put into this bill very im-
portant reforms, reforms that we have
been needing to look at for a long time,
that will require our military to be
more efficient, save taxpayer dollars,
but also make them more effective in
their jobs.

This bill does what we, as a House,
are charged with doing, and that is set-
ting responsible policy for defending
the United States of America.

I hope that everyone, as we debate
the amendments and the underlying
bill over the next 2 days, will keep cen-
tral in their mind that that is what
this is all about and that we will strive
to do this in a bipartisan fashion, as we
have done on the Committee on Armed
Services and as we have done on the
Committee on Rules.

This needs to be a bipartisan bill.
This needs to be a bipartisan vote. If
we really care about this country, if we
really care about those men and
women in uniform, then it is important
for us to understand that we have a bi-
partisan responsibility to make sure
that we provide for them and provide
for the defense of the American people.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support House Resolution 732 and the
underlying bill.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. PoLIS is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 732 OFFERED BY

MR. POLIS

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 5. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 430) to amend the Fed-
eral Election Campaign Act of 1971 to pro-
vide for additional disclosure requirements
for corporations, labor organizations, and
other entities, and for other purposes. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
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with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided among and
controlled by the respective chairs and rank-
ing minority members of the Committees on
House Administration, the Judiciary, and
Ways and Means. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. All points of order
against provisions in the bill are waived. At
the conclusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after
the third daily order of business under clause
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of
the Whole for further consideration of the
bill.

SEC. 6. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 430.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution .. . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule . . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”
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In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Byrd, one of its clerks, announced that
the Senate has passed without amend-
ment a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title:

H.R. 4957. An act to designate the Federal
building located at 99 New York Avenue,
N.E., in the District of Columbia as the
‘““Aries Rios Federal Building”’.

———

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
BURMA—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 114-135)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90
days prior to the anniversary date of
its declaration, the President publishes
in the Federal Register and transmits to
the Congress a notice stating that the
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to
the Federal Register for publication the
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to
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Burma that was declared on May 20,
1997, is to continue in effect beyond
May 20, 2016.

The Government of Burma has made
significant progress across a number of
important areas since 2011, including
the release of over 1,300 political pris-
oners, a peaceful and competitive elec-
tion, the signing of a Nationwide
Ceasefire Agreement with eight ethnic
armed groups, the discharge of hun-
dreds of child soldiers from the mili-
tary, steps to improve labor standards,
and expanding political space for civil
society to have a greater voice in shap-
ing issues critical to Burma’s future. In
addition, Burma has become a signa-
tory of the International Atomic En-
ergy Agency’s Additional Protocol and
ratified the Biological Weapons Con-
vention, significant steps towards sup-
porting global non-proliferation. De-
spite these strides, the situation in the
country continues to pose an unusual
and extraordinary threat to the na-
tional security and foreign policy of
the United States.

Concerns persist regarding continued
obstacles to full civilian control of the
government, the ongoing conflict and
human rights abuses in the country,
particularly in ethnic minority areas,
and military trade with North Korea.
In addition, Burma’s security forces,
operating with little oversight from
the civilian government, often act with
impunity. We are further concerned
that prisoners remain detained and
that police continue to arrest critics of
the government for peacefully express-
ing their views. For this reason, I have
determined that it is necessary to con-
tinue the national emergency with re-
spect to Burma.

Despite this action, the United
States remains committed to working
with both the new government and the
people of Burma to ensure that the
democratic transition is irreversible.

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 17, 2016.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on the motion to suspend the
rules on which a recorded vote or the
yveas and nays are ordered, or on which
the vote incurs objection under clause
6 of rule XX.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken later.

———
ZIKA VECTOR CONTROL ACT

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 897) to amend the Federal Insecti-
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
and the Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Act to clarify Congressional intent
regarding the regulation of the use of
pesticides in or near navigable waters,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 897

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Zika Vector
Control Act”.

SEC. 2. USE OF AUTHORIZED PESTICIDES.

Section 3(f) of the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (7 U.S.C.
136a(f)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

*“(5) USE OF AUTHORIZED PESTICIDES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
section 402(s) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, the Administrator or a State
may not require a permit under such Act for
a discharge from a point source into navi-
gable waters of a pesticide authorized for
sale, distribution, or use under this Act, or
the residue of such a pesticide, resulting
from the application of such pesticide.

‘“(B) SUNSET.—This paragraph shall cease
to be effective on September 30, 2018.”".

SEC. 3. DISCHARGES OF PESTICIDES.

Section 402 of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1342) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘(s) DISCHARGES OF PESTICIDES.—

‘(1) NO PERMIT REQUIREMENT.—Except as
provided in paragraph (2), a permit shall not
be required by the Administrator or a State
under this Act for a discharge from a point
source into navigable waters of a pesticide
authorized for sale, distribution, or use
under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and Rodenticide Act, or the residue of such a
pesticide, resulting from the application of
such pesticide.

‘“(2) EXCEPTIONS.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply to the following discharges of a pes-
ticide or pesticide residue:

‘“(A) A discharge resulting from the appli-
cation of a pesticide in violation of a provi-
sion of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and Rodenticide Act that is relevant to pro-
tecting water quality, if—

‘(i) the discharge would not have occurred
but for the violation; or

‘‘(ii) the amount of pesticide or pesticide
residue in the discharge is greater than
would have occurred without the violation.

‘(B) Stormwater discharges subject to reg-
ulation under subsection (p).

‘(C) The following discharges subject to
regulation under this section:

‘(i) Manufacturing or industrial effluent.

‘“(ii) Treatment works effluent.

‘‘(iii) Discharges incidental to the normal
operation of a vessel, including a discharge
resulting from ballasting operations or ves-
sel biofouling prevention.

‘“(3) SUNSET.—This subsection shall cease
to be effective on September 30, 2018.”".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. GIBBS) and the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on H.R. 897.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 897, the Zika
Vector Control Act.
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This summer, it is evident that the
Nation will have to contend with the
outbreak of the known Zika virus. Like
West Nile virus, it is spread to people
primarily through the bite of an in-
fected mosquito.

It has been a year since the first
alerts of the Zika virus spreading to
Brazil were issued. Since then, the
virus has been spreading north, and
with warmer months approaching,
communities in the United States
should be given the tools necessary to
stop Zika.

Many States, counties, and munici-
palities rely on mosquito-spraying pro-
grams to protect public health, espe-
cially with the threats like Zika, which
is particularly harmful to pregnant
women.

But protecting communities from
Zika and other mosquito-borne dis-
eases has become difficult thanks to a
burdensome and duplicative Federal
regulation that requires more time and
money to be spent on compliance rath-
er than protecting the health and safe-
ty of the American people.

Congress cannot let this bureaucratic
nonsense stand in the way of poten-
tially preventing a public health crisis
like the spread of the Zika virus.

For 60 years, before the Clean Water
Act was passed, the Federal Insecti-
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act,
known as FIFRA, regulated the use of
pesticides in the United States. Even
after the Clean Water Act was imple-
mented, the Environmental Protection
Agency believed that FIFRA was the
appropriate regulatory authority for
pesticides.

It was only after the decision by the
Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals in the
case, National Cotton Council v. EPA,
were permits under the Clean Water
Act required for pesticide use. This
case vacated a 2006 EPA rule that codi-
fied their longstanding interpretation
that the application of a pesticide for
its intended purposes, and in compli-
ance with the requirements of FIFRA,
is not a discharge of a pollutant under
the Clean Water Act and, therefore, an
NPDES permit is not required.

To put this in simple terms, the
court’s ruling cast aside Congress’ in-
tent in pesticide permits, and added an-
other layer of bureaucracy for entities
that work to protect the public health.

In vacating the rule, the Sixth Cir-
cuit Court simply reversed sensible
agency interpretation, and instituted a
new Federal policy by judicial decision.

In the process, the court undermined
the traditional understanding of how
the Clean Water Act interacts with
other environmental statutes, and ex-
panded the scope of the Clean Water
Act regulation further into areas and
activities not originally envisioned or
intended by Congress, and against
longstanding EPA interpretation.

As a result of this court decision,
EPA has been required to develop and
impose a new and expanded NPDES
permitting process under the Clean
Water Act to cover pesticide use.
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EPA has estimated that approxi-
mately 365,000 pesticide users, includ-
ing State agencies, cities, counties, and
mosquito control districts, water dis-
tricts, pesticide applicators, farmers,
ranchers, forest managers, scientists,
and even everyday citizens that per-
form some of the 5.6 million pesticide
applications annually, are affected by
the court’s ruling. This substantially
increases the number of entities sub-
ject to NPDES permitting.

With this ill-advised court decision,
Federal and State agencies are expend-
ing vital funds to initiate and maintain
Clean Water Act permitting programs
governing pesticide applications, and a
wide range of public and private pes-
ticide users are now facing increased fi-
nancial and administrative burdens in
order to comply with the new unneces-
sary permitting process.

Despite what the fear mongers sug-
gest, all this expense comes with no ad-
ditional environmental protection.

NPDES compliance costs and fears of
potentially ruinous litigation associ-
ated with NPDES requirements are
forcing States, counties, mosquito con-
trol districts, and other pest control
programs to reduce their operations
and redirect resources in order to com-
ply with the regulatory requirements.

We know that routine mosquito pre-
vention programs have been reduced
due to the NPDES requirements. Two
anecdotal examples: In Orchard City,
Colorado, the city council decided to
abandon their aerial mosquito spraying
due to the new NPDES permits. The
Colorado Aerial Applicator Associa-
tion, which was certified, completely
discontinued all aquatic application
services due to compliance of either
the Colorado or NPDES permits.

In Utah, for the last 3 years, an
Idaho-based NAA operator has been
contracted with a homeowner associa-
tion north of Salt Lake City for treat-
ment of mosquitos. It was not uncom-
mon for him to treat 17,000 acres in one
night.

The NPDES permit makes it impos-
sible for him to continue his services as
he will be liable for noncompliance be-
cause the client/decisionmaker did not
require any sort of paperwork other
than to substantiate that his equip-
ment was calibrated, thereby consti-
tuting noncompliance under that Fed-
eral permit system.
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In 2012, this most likely increased the
impact of the record-breaking out-
break of West Nile virus around the
Nation.

In response to those West Nile out-
breaks, many States and communities
were forced to declare public health
emergencies, but this was only after
the outbreak of the West Nile virus. So
what happens here when they have an
outbreak, an epidemic of West Nile in
their community, they can declare an
emergency, and they don’t have to get
any permits. They can just go out and
spray to attack the epidemic.
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So let’s do this right and do it under
the permitting process, but let’s have a
process that works.

It is absolutely irresponsible to allow
a public health crisis to get to this
emergency stage, and then we have the
ability to prevent it before removing a
simple regulatory barrier.

H.R. 897 will enable communities to
resume conducting routine preventive
mosquito control programs without ad-
ditional bureaucracy getting in the
way.

H.R. 897 provides a limited exemption
for pesticides regulated by FIFRA and
used under its product label—which is,
by the way, approved by the EPA. Keep
in mind, the pesticides necessary to
combat Zika and stop the spread of
mosquitos are already appropriately
regulated under FIFRA. The red tape
and compliance costs of an additional
NPDES permit make it more difficult
for our applicator sprayers to stop the
Zika virus.

FIFRA regulation includes human
health and environmental safeguards
when pesticides are approved, includ-
ing the rules of label use of a pesticide.
Adding an NPDES requirement is re-
dundant and unnecessary.

H.R. 897 was drafted very narrowly to
address only the Sixth Circuit Court’s
decision and gives State and local enti-
ties that spray to control mosquito
populations the certainty and the abil-
ity needed to protect public health.
This commonsense legislation even re-
ceived technical assistance from the
EPA to achieve that goal safely and ef-
fectively.

Well over 100 organizations rep-
resenting a wide variety of public and
private entities and thousands of
stakeholders support a legislative reso-
lution of this issue. Just to name a few,
these organizes include: the American
Mosquito Control Association, the Na-
tional Association of State Depart-
ments of Agriculture, the National
Water Resources Association, the
American Farm Bureau Federation,
the National Farmers Union, the Fam-
ily Farm Alliance, the National Rural
Electric Cooperative Association,
CropLife America, the Biopesticide In-
dustry Alliance, the Responsible Indus-
try for a Sound Environment, the Agri-
cultural Retailers Association, and the
National Agricultural Aviation Asso-
ciation.

I want to thank Chairman SHUSTER
for his leadership on the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee
as well as Chairman CONAWAY of the Ag
Committee and Ranking Member
COLLIN PETERSON of the Agriculture
Committee for their leadership on this
important public health issue.

This is a responsible, commonsense
bill that will help ensure public health
officials aren’t fighting Zika with their
hands tied behind their back. Mr.
Speaker, I urge all Members to support
H.R. 897.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Well, Groundhog Day came a month
earlier this Congress. That is how I de-
scribed this bill 2 years ago, July, be-
cause this is the third time that we
have considered this bill. Now, we must
admit the rationale has changed. Just
last week—last week—it was named
the Zika Control Act. But before that,
it was the Regulatory Burden Removal
Act.

So the first time it was considered, it
was H.R. 1749. That one, the 109th Con-
gress defeated. That was for West Nile
virus—whoops. Then H.R. 872, last Con-
gress, Reducing the Regulation Bur-
dens Act, at the request of the Amer-
ican Farm Bureau because of a huge
burden; and now just renamed last
week, we are going to try and game a
very serious thing, which is the poten-
tial spread of Zika, for which the Re-
publicans thus far have appropriated
zero dollars to help the States—zero.
Now we are going to pretend we are
doing something here today about
Zika. It is not about Zika.

Now, this is pretty darn personal for
me because the reason we have this
rule is because of a huge, massive fish
kill in Oregon—a misapplication of pes-
ticide, an aquatic pesticide, into an ir-
rigation canal. We are talking about
applications in or near water.

People drink water, fish swim in
water, and other things are dependent
upon water. We are talking about, no,
we don’t want to have the EPA watch
the pesticide operators who are putting
pesticides in or around water. They
should not be allowed to do that.

Now, 92,000 steelhead died in Oregon,
and that was essentially the beginning
of this rule. Now they are saying this is
horribly burdensome.

Well, first off, in my State, my one,
little, isolated State, we have 825 miles
of rivers that are showing a significant
level of pesticides, 10,000 acres of lakes.
Nationwide, it is hundreds of thousands
of miles, tens of thousands of miles and
hundreds of thousands of acres.

We haven’t been testing for pesticide
residues in water, in drinking water,
until very recently. But now we don’t
want to do that anymore. We don’t
want people to know. Let’s just stop,
because this is a horrible burden.

Well, actually, not so much. This is
controlled at two levels: the EPA and
the States. Now, we just heard one
anecdote about an aerial applicator in
one State that just came up yesterday,
unnamed, anecdotal, they suspended
operations. Why? Who knows why? We
don’t know why. There are no facts be-
hind it. But we should end the whole
program nationwide because of one
anecdote regarding one applicator who
may have been misapplying it in Colo-
rado. We don’t know.

So the committee asked the EPA and
the States, how many people have com-
plained and have had their operations
interrupted? Interesting answer: zero
and zero. The 50 States say zero, except
we now hear about an anecdote in Colo-
rado, and the EPA says zero.

So now we are going to pretend this
has something to do with Zika. This
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has nothing to do with Zika. It has to
do with whether or not someone is
going to misapply a pesticide that is
going to get in your drinking water.

Now, we should become kind of sen-
sitive about drinking water after what
happened in Michigan, but, nah, we
don’t care. Get rid of those stinking
regulators. Don’t worry. No one would
ever misapply a pesticide. It won’t get
in your drinking water and won’t Kkill
fish—even though it clearly did that in
Oregon. So this is really a kind of
transparent renaming and opportun-
istic approach to Zika.

How about considering a real bill to
put some real money to partner with
the States to deal with this? By the
way, they can spray wherever they
want because of a declared emergency,
so it is automatically covered.

But we are going to pretend that
somehow we are going to facilitate the
spread of Zika if we don’t wipe out the
EPA’s authority to keep pesticides out
of our water. This has been defeated
twice before. Even though it was cre-
atively renamed in the last week, I
would recommend that my colleagues
oppose it yet again.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE),
the majority whip.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of this Zika Vector Con-
trol Act and want to commend Con-
gressman GIBBS for his leadership in
bringing this forward as we work here
in the House to combat Zika.

The House is doing a number of
things this week. Number one, we are
moving legislation to reprioritize
money so that there will be a total of
$1.2 billion of moneys allocated to com-
bat Zika.

But, in addition, while we are fight-
ing Zika and giving not only Federal,
but local agencies the resources they
need to combat this terrible disease
from spreading, we know, and CDC has
told us, that it is spread by mosquitos.
Mosquitos are the agents that spread
Zika.

So here we have got Congressman
GIBBS identifying a problem where the
EPA is making it harder to actually
kill mosquitos.

I come from south Louisiana. We
have a lot of mosquitos in south Lou-
isiana, and we don’t like them. We ac-
tually spray using federally approved
pesticides to kill mosquitos where they
breed. Where do they breed, Mr. Speak-
er? They breed by water. They breed by
sources of water. So you have got fed-
erally approved sprays and pesticides
that are used to go and kill the mos-
quitos so that they can’t spread Zika,
and yet the EPA comes in and has a
rule that makes it harder and more ex-
pensive to actually go kill mosquitos.

All that Congressman GIBBS is saying
is let’s block that rule because local
governments, by the way, still control
this. It is our local governments, our
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parishes and counties, that are doing
the spraying. They understand how to
comply with their own local laws. They
are not going to do anything to jeop-
ardize groundwater, but what they
want to do is kill mosquitos so that the
mosquitos don’t spread Zika to our
constituents.

If you look, this legislation actually
was passed. It actually was passed in
2011 when we were responding to West
Nile. So the House did pass this legisla-
tion already, and it was good legisla-
tion then. In fact, it got a wide bipar-
tisan vote. All of a sudden, some people
want to politicize it. This isn’t a polit-
ical issue. This is about common sense.

Mr. Speaker, the EPA is just putting
additional hurdles in place. It is not
like they are saying don’t spray these
pesticides. They are just jacking up the
costs. It is an EPA money grab that
makes it more expensive and more dif-
ficult to actually go kill mosquitos.

So while we are debating whether or
not to prioritize more money for
Zika—which we are doing, by the way,
$1.2 billion worth—shouldn’t we make
sure that the money can actually be
used to effectively kill the mosquitos
that spread Zika? If the EPA has got a
rule that makes no sense and makes it
harder to kill mosquitos, shouldn’t we
remove that rule and that barrier and
allow and trust our local governments?

There are some people up here who
think that Washington knows best, and
if your local parish or county knows
what they need to do to control the
mosquito population in their parish or
county, shouldn’t they be able to do it?
Or you don’t trust them; you don’t
want to give them the ability to go kill
mosquitos.

Well, I do trust our local govern-
ments, and I want to give them the
tools that they need to actually go and
kill mosquitos at the source where
they breed, and that is near sources of
water. It is not in a way that contami-
nates groundwater at all. In fact, EPA
still gives these permits out, but it just
costs a lot more money to go and kill
the mosquitos. So let’s remove that
burden so we can kill more mosquitos
and stop Zika from spreading.

Mr. Speaker, it is a really good, com-
monsense piece of legislation, and I
urge its adoption.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the horrible burden the
gentleman is talking about is a notice
of intent which says where and how
something was applied. It is virtually
cost free. You can use a standardized
form. But it is just good to know where
we are putting the pesticides and what
pesticides are being used in case there
are problems like the massive fish kill
in Oregon, which we were able to trace
back to one misapplication by one pri-
vate company, not by the local county
or any other public entity.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
NAPOLITANO).
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Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, 1
do rise in strong opposition to H.R. 897,
the Zika Vector Control Act.

The Clean Water Act in no way
hinders, delays, or prevents the use of
approved pesticides for pest control op-
erations. In fact, the Clean Water Act
permit provides a specific emergency
provision to prevent outbreaks of dis-
ease, such as Zika.

Under the terms of the permit, pes-
ticide applicators are automatically
covered under the permit, and spraying
may be performed immediately for any
declared pest emergency situations. In
most instances, sprayers are only re-
quired to notify EPA of the spraying
operations 30 days after the beginning
of the spraying operation.

As I have noted before on similar
bills, I have remained concerned that
this bill would mean that no Clean
Water Act protections would be re-
quired for pesticide application to
water bodies that are already impaired
by pesticides.

Most pesticide applications in the
U.S. are done in accordance with the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act, FIFRA, which re-
quires proper labeling of pesticide
products regarding usage. However,
FIFRA labeling is no substitute for en-
suring that we understand the volumes
of pesticides that we seem to apply to
our rivers, our lakes, and our streams
on an annual basis.

According to a 2016 USGS report on
pesticides, commonly used pesticides
frequently are present in streams and
groundwater at levels that exceed
human health benchmarks and occur in
many streams at levels that may affect
aquatic life or fish-eating wildlife.

In the data that the States provide
the EPA, more than 16,000 miles of riv-
ers and streams, 1,380 bays and estu-
aries, and 370,000 acres of lakes in the
United States are currently impaired
or threatened by pesticides.

EPA suggests that these estimates
may be low because many of these
States do not test for or monitor all
the different pesticides that are cur-
rently being used. I am very concerned
about the effect these pesticides have
on the health of our rivers, on our
streams, and especially the drinking
water supplies of all of our citizens, es-
pecially the most vulnerable, which are
the young, the elderly, the poor and
disenfranchised, who have no other
protection.

I would also add that, if our true con-
cern here is protecting the health of
pregnant women in particular, we
should focus on preventing pesticide
application directly or indirectly to
drinking water sources.

Mr. Speaker, I have here a Federal
report on how pesticides in California
are a leading cause of impairments to
water quality.

Currently in California, there are
over 4,500 miles of rivers and streams,
235,000 acres of lakes and reservoirs,
and 829 square miles of bays and estu-
aries in my State that are impaired by
pesticides.
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This is a significant concern in my
home State, where every drop of water
needs to be conserved, reused, and
cherished.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentlewoman and additional 1
minute.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. We hear that
pesticide application is already regu-
lated under FIFRA and that the Clean
Water Act review is not needed. I un-
derstand the concerns about duplica-
tion of effort and the need to minimize
the impacts that regulations have on
small business or business at large.

However, I am still very concerned
that these pesticides are having a very
significant impact on water quality
and that we are creating this exemp-
tion from water quality protection re-
quirements without considering the
impacts to the waters that are already
impaired with pesticides, as they are in
California.

This, in turn, costs our ratepayers,
our water users, hundreds of millions
of dollars to filter these pollutants out
of the water before it is potable. This is
something I deal with on an ongoing
basis, as the ranking member of the
Subcommittee on Water Resources and
Environment.

We currently have aquifers that are
contaminated by the continued use of
pesticides and fertilizers. Millions of
dollars have been spent on the 15-year-
long cleanup effort of a Superfund site
in my area that has pesticides as one of
its contaminants.

We cannot and should not take away
one of the only tools available to mon-
itor for adverse impacts of pesticides in
our rivers, streams, and reservoirs.
Over the past 5 years, this tool has
been reasonable.

I oppose this bill.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I want to respond a little bit to the
gentlewoman from California’s con-
cerns about USGS studies. A lot of
these studies are more than 10 years
old and do not reflect the current sta-
tus of pesticide conditions and pes-
ticide regulation today.

Many of the detections were what we
call legacy pollution stemming from
many years ago. Many of the detec-
tions were of pesticides that have not
been used in the United States for
many years.

The vast majority of these detections
that were in the more current studies
have found very low concentrations,
which were at levels well below what
they consider human health bench-
marks. For example, approximately 99
percent of monitored water wells and
greater than 90 percent of the mon-
itored stream sites were below human
health benchmark levels.

Between 2002 and 2011—so before this
court decision was in place—USGS
only found one stream where human
health benchmarks exceeded levels of
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danger. That is just one stream in the
entire United States.

Because the USGS data is old, the
data does not reflect improvements
made by the EPA made to its pesticide
regulatory program under FIFRA over
the past 10 years. This program has be-
come more rigorous than it was a dec-
ade or more ago.

The committee has also received tes-
timony on how EPA uses its full regu-
latory authority under FIFRA to en-
sure that pesticides do not cause un-
reasonable adverse effects on human
health and the environment, including
our Nation’s water resources.

In fact, EPA’s pesticides and water
programs both use the same risk as-
sessment data, which helps to ensure
that both programs are providing the
same level of protection against risk.

Pesticide usage patterns have
changed, technologies have become
more sophisticated, and pesticides are
much more carefully applied, in part
driven by more elaborate label instruc-
tions and the high cost of pesticides.

Consequently, to argue that the
USGS reports show that regulating the
use of pesticides under the Clean Water
Act is needed is nothing more than just
a red herring.

To address the issue that my good
friend from Oregon raises about the
fish kill, NPDES permitting is really a
permit to discharge. If an applicator
misuses that pesticide under the label,
under FIFRA, that is illegal. They
broke the law.

So not fixing this court decision
doesn’t have any effect on the unfortu-
nate situation that happened in Oregon
with the fish kill. Nothing in the Clean
Water Act will stop misapplication. It
is already illegal under FIFRA. The
person should be held accountable,
prosecuted, and responsible for dam-
ages.

On the cost, there is more evidence
out there of what is going on. The Cali-
fornia vector control districts came
out with a report that estimated the
cost is $3 million to conduct the nec-
essary administration for these per-
mits. Just to conduct the administra-
tion, the $3 million in California, that
money could be used in other ways to
fight and control mosquitos.

Also, as another example, Benton
County, Washington’s, Mosquito Con-
trol District calculated that their com-
pliance with the NPDES permit cost
them $37,334. They spent over $37,334
doing paperwork to secure the Federal
and State permits.

They spent this money updating
maps to secure the permit. They spent
this money on permit fees. They spent
this money on software to help with
the reporting requirements for the per-
mit. They spent the money on lots of
things associated with the permit, but
they did not spend that money spray-
ing for mosquitos.

Benton County estimates that, with
that $37,334, they could have treated
2,693 acres of water where mosquitos
breed or they could have paid for over
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400 West Nile lab tests or they could
have hired three seasonable workers.
But Benton County got to spend their
$37,334 to comply with a redundant
Federal permit.

The National Agricultural Aviation
Association, whose members perform
over 17,000 public health and mosquito
abatement applications every year, es-
timates that, for one of their members
with two planes and five employees,
compliance with the NPEDS permit re-
quires one full-time employee and
$40,000 annually for one full-time em-
ployee to comply with this additional
permitting.

This permit is not simply ‘‘the mod-
est notification and monitoring re-
quirements are providing valuable safe-
guards against over-application of pes-
ticides” that my colleague is claiming.

It is an incredibly heavy-handed, ex-
pensive, time-consuming process that
takes dollars away from public health
protection, putting it to more paper-
work and putting more people at risk
and the health of our communities at
risk.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire how much time remains on each
side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Oregon has 10% minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Ohio
has 4 minutes remaining.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Ms. EDWARDS).

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to the House consid-
eration of the Reducing Regulatory
Burdens Act that House Republicans
have incorrectly and misleadingly re-
named the Zika Vector Control Act.

In the 113th Congress, this exact leg-
islation with a bill number of H.R. 935
failed under suspension of the rules
2563-148. At the time, Republicans sub-
sequently rescheduled it 2 days later
under a closed rule to allow passage.

I was a Democratic manager of that
bill under consideration in 2014. In fact,
since my statement laid out a real sub-
stantive concern with the legislation, I
include in the RECORD a copy of my re-
marks from that time.

Mr. Speaker, in the 112th Congress, the Re-
publican leadership moved similar legislation
under the guise that, unless Congress acted,
the process for applying a pesticide would be
so burdensome, that it would grind to a halt an
array of agricultural and public health-related
activities.

Some may say that this may be a bit of hy-
perbole to describe the impacts of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) pesticide
general permit.

However, if you were to compare the con-
cern expressed before the agency’s draft per-
mit went into effect with the almost non-exist-
ent level of concern expressed after almost
three years of implementation, you would like-
ly question why we are here this evening de-
bating this bill.

Contrary to the rhetoric, EPA and the States
have successfully drafted and implemented a
new pesticide general permit (PGP) for the
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last two-and-a-half years that adopted several
common-sense precautionary measures to
limit the contamination of local waters by pes-
ticides. And they do so in a way that allows
pesticide applicators to meet their vital public
health, agricultural, and forestry-related activi-
ties in a cost-effective manner.

The sky has not fallen, farmers and forestry
operators have had two successful growing
seasons, and public health officials success-
fully address multiple threats of mosquito-
borne illness, while at the same time com-
plying with the sensible requirements of both
the Clean Water Act and the Federal Insecti-
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA).

| say sensible because, as we should clear-
ly understand, the intended focus of the Clean
Water Act and FIFRA are very different.

FIFRA is intended to address the safety and
effectiveness of pesticides on national scale,
preventing unreasonable adverse effects on
human health and the environment through
uniform labels indicating approved uses and
restrictions.

However, the Clean Water Act is focused on
restoring and maintaining the integrity of the
nation’s waters, with a primary focus on the
protection of local water quality.

It is simply incorrect to say that applying a
FIFRA-approved pesticide in accordance with
its labeling requirement is a surrogate for pro-
tecting local water quality. As any farmer
knows, complying with FIFRA is as simple as
applying a pesticide in accordance with its
label—farmers do not need to look to the lo-
calized impact of that pesticide on local water
quality.

So, why are groups ranging from the Amer-
ican Farm Bureau Federation to Crop Life
America so adamantly opposed to this regula-
tion?

One plausible answer is because these
groups do not want to come out of the regu-
latory shadows that have allowed unknown in-
dividuals to discharge unknown pesticides in
unknown quantities, with unknown mixtures,
and at unknown locations.

| wonder how the American public would
react to the fact that, for decades, pesticide
sprayers could apply massive amounts of po-
tentially-harmful materials, almost completely
below the radar.

In fact, prior to the issuance of the pesticide
general permit, the only hard evidence on pes-
ticide usage in this country came from a vol-
untary sampling of the types and amounts of
pesticides that were purchased from commer-
cial dealers of pesticides.

No comprehensive information was re-
quired, or available, on the quantities, types,
or location of pesticides applied in this coun-
try. Based on that practice, | guess we should
not be surprised that, for decades, pesticides
have been detected in the majority of our na-
tion’s surface and ground waters.

Which leads me to question how eliminating
any reporting requirement on the use of pes-
ticides is protective of human health and the
environment?

All this would do is make it harder to locate
the sources of pesticide contamination in our
nation’s rivers, lakes, and streams, and make
accountability for these discharges more dif-
ficult. If this legislation were to pass, we would
require more disclosure of those who manu-
facture pesticides, than those who actually re-
lease these dangerous chemicals into the real
world.
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During the debate on Monday, several
speakers questioned the environmental and
public health benefits of the Clean Water Act
for the application of pesticides. However,
many of these benefits are so obvious, it is
not surprising they may have otherwise gone
overlooked.

First, it is the Clean Water Act, and not
FIFRA, that requires pesticide applicators to
minimize pesticide discharges through the use
of pesticide management measures, such as
integrated pest management. | find it difficult
to argue that using an appropriate amount of
pesticides for certain applications would be a
problem.

Second, it is the Clean Water Act, and not
FIFRA, that requires pesticide applicators to
monitor for and report any adverse incidents
that result from spraying. | would think that
monitoring for large fish or wildlife kills would
be a mutually-agreed upon benefit.

Also, it is the Clean Water Act, and not
FIFRA, that requires pesticide applicators to
keep records on where and how many pes-
ticides are being applied throughout the na-
tion.

Again, if data is showing that a local
waterbody is contaminated by pesticides, |
would think the public would want to quickly
identify the likely source of the pesticide that
is causing the impairment.

Finally, and perhaps most important, | am
unaware, despite repeated requests to both
EPA and States, of any specific example
where the current Clean Water Act require-
ments have prevented a pesticide applicator
from performing their services. Despite claims
to the contrary, the Clean Water Act has not
significantly increased the compliance costs to
states or individual pesticide sprayers, nor has
it been used as a tool by outside groups or
EPA to ban the use of pesticides.

So, let me summarize a few points.

One, the Clean Water Act does provide a
valuable service in ensuring that an appro-
priate amount of pesticides are being applied
at the appropriate times, and that pesticides
are not having an adverse impacts on human
health or the environment.

Two, to the best of my knowledge, the pes-
ticide general permit has imposed no impedi-
ment on the ability of pesticide applicators to
provide their valuable service to both agricul-
tural and public health communities. In fact,
most pesticide applications are automatically
covered by the pesticide general permit, either
by no action or by the filing of an electronic
“Notice of Intent.”

Three, Federal and state data make it clear
that application of pesticides in compliance
with FIFRA, alone, as was the case for many
years, was insufficient to protect waterbodies
throughout the nation from being contaminated
by pesticides, so if we care about water qual-
ity, more needed to be done.

| can see no legitimate reason why we
would want to allow any user of potentially-
harmful chemicals to return to the regulatory
shadows that existed prior to the issuance of
the Clean Water Act pesticide general permit.
It has caused no known regulatory, adminis-
trative, or significant financial burden, and has
been implemented seamlessly across the
country.

As was stated during the debate on Mon-
day, this legislation is seeking to address a
pretend problem that simply doesn’t exist.

| urge a no vote on H.R. 935.
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In this Congress, this legislation was
marked up early last year in the Agri-
culture Committee as the Reducing
Regulatory Burdens Act. The com-
mittee of primary jurisdiction, the
House Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee, has taken no action
on the bill this time around; yet, here
we are again on the House floor.

The Republican leadership has now
changed the name of the bill to the
Zika Vector Control Act. A new name
and the inclusion of a sunset date in
2018 are the only differences from pre-
vious iterations of this bill.

H.R. 897 is the exact same legislation
that pesticide manufacturers and other
special interests have been pushing for
the past several years. It would elimi-
nate Clean Water Act safeguards that
protect our waterways and commu-
nities from excessive pesticide pollu-
tion.

The pesticide general permit tar-
geted in this legislation has been in
place for nearly 5 years now, and
alarmist predictions by pesticide man-
ufacturers and others about the im-
pacts of this permit have failed to bear
any fruit.

In fact, in March 2015, before the
House Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee, Ken Kopocis, Deputy
Assistant Administrator of the Office
of Water at the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, testified that:

“We have not been made aware of
any issues associated with the pes-
ticide general permit. Nobody has
brought an instance to our attention
where somebody has not been able to
apply a pesticide in a timely manner
. . . There have been no instances.”’

Yet, here we are. Since then, all
across the country, pesticide applica-
tors—usually utilities managing their
rights-of-way—are complying with the
Clean Water Act permits to protect
water quality. The public is getting in-
formation they need that we couldn’t
get before about what pesticides are
being sprayed into what bodies of
water.

Congress should not and must not re-
spond to outdated sky-is-falling prob-
lems that history has shown has never
occurred and weaken protections for
the water our children drink.

In past Congresses, my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle have chosen
a public health emergency de jour as
rationale to pass and enact this legisla-
tion into law. At one time, they cited,
as they have again today, West Nile
virus. The next time it was the western
wildland fire suppression. Last Con-
gress, it was the drought.

Now, in nothing less than a purely
political move, Republicans are consid-
ering this bill on suspension, but this
time under the guise of combating the
spread of Zika.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentlewoman an additional 1
minute.

Ms. EDWARDS. Let us be clear. This
bill has absolutely nothing to do with

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Zika or trying to stop the threat of the
Zika virus. Despite claims made by my
colleagues to the contrary, the permit
already in effect allows spraying for
Zika or other mosquito control pro-
grams.

H.R. 897 is simply another attack on
the Clean Water Act as part of the Re-
publican’s anti-environmental, deregu-
latory agenda. I urge my colleagues to
vote this legislation down.

And let’s do something real to com-
bat Zika. The President has asked for
$1.9 billion in emergency funding be-
cause it is an emergency. It is a public
health threat. If we did that now, then
we would be fulfilling our duties and
responsibilities.

But this legislation today fulfills no
responsibilities, gets in the way of pro-
tecting clean water, and does abso-
lutely nothing to combat the Zika
virus that, if you look at the map, is
quickly spreading across this country.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I include in
the RECORD the following letters of
support:

A letter from nearly 100 organiza-
tions supporting H.R. 897, including the
National Association of State Depart-
ments of Agriculture, the National
Farmers Union, Ohio Professional Ap-
plicators for Responsible Regulation,
the Pesticide Policy Coalition, and the
National Council of Farmer Coopera-
tives;

The American Mosquito Control As-
sociation;

National Pest Management Associa-
tion;

Responsible Industry for a Sound En-
vironment; and

American Farm Bureau.

MAY 17, 2016.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: The nearly
one hundred undersigned organizations urge
your support for HR 897, the Zika Vector
Control Act, which the House will consider
today under suspension of the rules.

Pesticide users, including those protecting
public health from mosquito borne diseases,
are now subjected to the court created re-
quirement that lawful applications over, to
or near ‘waters of the U.S.” obtain a Clean
Water Act (CWA) National Pollutant Dis-
charge Elimination System (NPDES) permit
from the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) or delegated states. HR 897 would clar-
ify that federal law does not require this re-
dundant permit for already regulated pes-
ticide applications.

Under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide
and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), all pesticides
are reviewed and regulated for use with
strict instructions on the EPA approved
product label. A thorough review and ac-
counting of impacts to water quality and
aquatic species is included in every EPA re-
view. Requiring water permits for pesticide
applications is redundant and provides no ad-
ditional environmental benefit.

Compliance with the NPDES water permit
also imposes duplicative resource burdens on
thousands of small businesses and farms, as
well as the municipal, county, state and fed-
eral agencies responsible for protecting nat-
ural resources and public health. Further,
and most menacing, the permit exposes all
pesticide users—regardless of permit eligi-
bility—to the liability of CWA-based citizen
law suits.
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In the 112th Congress, the same Reducing
Regulatory Burdens Act—then HR 872—
passed the House Committee on Agriculture
and went on to pass the House of Representa-
tives on suspension. In the 113th Congress,
the legislation—then HR 935—passed the
both the House Committees on Agriculture
and Transportation & Infrastructure by
voice vote, and again, the House of Rep-
resentatives.

The water permit threatens the critical
role pesticides play in protecting human
health and the food supply from destructive
and disease-carrying pests, and for managing
invasive weeds to keep open waterways and
shipping lanes, to maintain rights of way for
transportation and power generation, and to
prevent damage to forests and recreation
areas. The time and money expended on re-
dundant permit compliance drains public
and private resources. All this for no
measureable benefit to the environment. We
urge you to remove this regulatory burden
by voting “YES’ on HR 897, the Zika Vector
Control Act.

Sincerely,

Agribusiness Council of Indiana, Agri-
business & Water Council of Arizona Agricul-
tural Alliance of North Carolina, Agricul-
tural Council of Arkansas, Agricultural Re-
tailers Association, Alabama Agribusiness
Council, American Farm Bureau Federation,
Alabama Farmers Federation, American
Mosquito Control Association, American
Soybean Association, American Hort, Aquat-
ic Plant Management Society, Arkansas For-
estry Association, Biopesticide Industry Al-
liance, California Association of Winegrape
Growers, California Specialty Crops Council,
Cape Cod Cranberry Growers Association,
The Cranberry Institute, CropLife America,
Council of Producers & Distributors of
Agrotechnology.

Family Farm Alliance, Far West Agri-
business Association, Florida Farm Bureau
Federation, Florida Fruit & Vegetable Asso-
ciation, Georgia Agribusiness Council, Golf
Course Superintendents Association of
America, Hawaii Cattlemen’s Council, Ha-
waii Farm Bureau Federation, Idaho Grower
Shippers Association, Idaho Potato Commis-
sion, Idaho Water Users Association, Illinois
Farm Bureau, Illinois Fertilizer & Chemical
Association, Kansas Agribusiness Retailers
Association, Louisiana Cotton and Grain As-
sociation, Louisiana Farm Bureau Federa-
tion, Maine Potato Board, Michigan Agri-
business Association, Minnesota Agricul-
tural Aircraft Association, Minnesota Crop
Production Retailers.

Minnesota Pesticide Information & Edu-
cation, Minor Crops Farmer Alliance, Mis-
souri Agribusiness Association, Missouri
Farm Bureau Federation, Montana Agricul-
tural Business Association, National Agri-
cultural Aviation Association, National Alli-
ance of Forest Owners, National Alliance of
Independent Crop Consultants, National As-
sociation of State Departments of Agri-
culture, National Association of Wheat
Growers, National Corn Growers Associa-
tion, National Cotton Council, National
Council of Farmer Cooperatives, National
Farmers Union, National Pest Management
Association, National Potato Council, Na-
tional Rural Electric Cooperative Associa-
tion, National Water Resources Association,
Nebraska Agri-Business Association, North
Carolina Agricultural Consultants Associa-
tion.

North Carolina Cotton Producers Associa-
tion, North Central Weed Science Society,
North Dakota Agricultural Association,
Northeast Agribusiness and Feed Alliance,
Northeastern Weed Science Society, North-
ern Plains Potato Growers Association,
Northwest Horticultural Council, Ohio Pro-
fessional Applicators for Responsible Regula-
tion, Oregon Potato Commission, Oregonians
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for Food & Shelter, Pesticide Policy Coali-
tion, Plains Cotton Growers, Inc., Profes-
sional Landcare Network, RISE (Responsible
Industry for a Sound Environment), Rocky
Mountain Agribusiness Association, SC Fer-
tilizer Agrichemicals Association, South Da-
kota Agri-Business Association, South Texas
Cotton and Grain Association, Southern Cot-
ton Growers, Inc., Southern Crop Production
Association.

Southern Rolling Plains Cotton Growers,
Southern Weed Science Society, Sugar Cane
League, Texas Ag Industries Association,
Texas Vegetation Management Association,
United Fresh Produce Association, U.S.
Apple Association, USA Rice Federation,
Virginia Agribusiness Council, Virginia For-
estry Association, Washington Friends of
Farm & Forests, Washington State Potato
Commission, Weed Science Society of Amer-
ica, Western Growers, Western Plant Health
Association, Western Society of Weed
Science, Wild Blueberry Commission of
Maine, Wisconsin Farm Bureau Federation,
Wisconsin Potato and Vegetable Growers As-
sociation, Wisconsin State Cranberry Grow-
ers Association, Wyoming Ag Business Asso-
ciation, Wyoming Crop Improvement Asso-
ciation, Wyoming Wheat Growers Associa-
tion.

THE AMERICAN MOSQUITO
CONTROL ASSOCIATION,
Mount Laurel, NJ, May 16, 2016.
Hon. BOB GIBBS,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN GIBBS: The American
Mosquito Control Association, in concert
with mosquito control agencies, programs
and regional associations throughout the
United States, want to express our enthusi-
astic support for passage of HR 897 the Zika
Vector Control Act clarifying the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systems
(NPDES) permitting issue facing our public
health agencies.

Each year, over one half million people die
worldwide from mosquito-transmitted dis-
eases. In the U.S. alone, the costs associated
with the treatment of mosquito-borne illness
run into the millions of dollars annually.

This amendment addresses a situation that
has placed mosquito control activities under
substantial legal jeopardy and requires ongo-
ing diversion of taxpayer-supported re-
sources away from their public health mis-
sion. Though the NPDES was originally de-
signed to address point source emissions
from major industrial polluters such as
chemical plants, activist lawsuits have
forced US Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) to require such permits even for the
application of EPA registered pesticides, in-
cluding insecticides used for mosquito con-
trol. These permits are mandated despite the
fact that pesticides are already strictly regu-
lated by the EPA under the Federal Insecti-
cide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act
(FIFRA).

Currently, mosquito control programs are
vulnerable to lawsuits for simple paperwork
violations of the Clean Water Act (CWA)
where fines may be up to $35,000 per day for
activities that do not involve harm to the
environment. In order to attempt to comply
with this potential liability, these govern-
mental agencies must divert scarce re-
sources to CWA monitoring. In some cases,
smaller applicators have simply chosen not
to engage in vector control activities.

Requiring NPDES permits for the dis-
charges of mosquito control products pro-
vides no additional environmental protec-
tions beyond those already listed on the pes-
ticide label, yet the regulatory burdens are
potentially depriving the general public of
the economic and health benefits of mos-
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quito control. This occurs at a time when
many regions of the country have seen out-
breaks of equine encephalitis, West Nile
virus, dengue fever and the rapidly spreading
new threat of the Zika and chikungunya vi-
ruses.

This negative impact on the public health
response and needless legal jeopardy requires
legislative clarification that the intent of
the CWA does not include duplicating
FIFRA’s responsibilities. HR 897 seeks to
achieve that goal and we strongly encourage
its passage via any legislative vehicle that
enacts its clarifying language into law.

Thank you for your strong leadership on
this important public health issue.

Adams County (WA) Mosquito Control Dis-
trict, American Mosquito Control Associa-
tion, Associated Executives of Mosquito Con-
trol Work in New Jersey, Atlantic County
Office of Mosquito Control, Baker Valley
Vector Control District, Benton County
(WA) Mosquito Control District, Columbia
Drainage Vector Control District, Davis
County (UT) Mosquito Abatement District,
Delaware Mosquito Control Section, Florida
Mosquito Control Association, Gem County
(ID) Mosquito Abatement, Georgia Mosquito
Control Association, Idaho Mosquito and
Vector Control Association, Jackson County
(OR) Vector Control District, Klamath Vec-
tor Control District, Louisiana Mosquito
Control Association, Magna Mosquito Abate-
ment District.

Manatee County (FL) Mosquito Control
District, Matthew C. Ball, Multnomah Coun-
ty (OR) Vector Control Program, New Jersey
Mosquito Control Association, North Caro-
lina Mosquito & Vector Control Association,
North Morrow Vector Control District,
Northeast Mosquito Control Association,
North Shore Mosquito Abatement District
(Cook County, Illinois), Northwest Mosquito
and Vector Control Association, Oregon Mos-
quito and Vector Control Association, Penn-
sylvania Vector Control Association, Philip
D. Smith, Richmond County (GA) Mosquito
Control District, South Salt Lake Valley
Mosquito Abatement District, Salt Lake
City Mosquito Abatement District, Texas
Mosquito Control Association, Teton County
(WY) Weed & Pest District, Union County
(OR) Vector Control District, Washington
County (OR) Mosquito Control.

Members of the Mosquito and Vector Con-
trol Association of California:

Alameda County MAD, Alameda County
VCSD, Antelope Valley MVCD, Burney Basin
MAD, Butte County MVCD, City of Alturas,
City of Berkeley, City of Blythe, City of
Moorpark/VC, Coachella Valley MVCD,
Colusa MAD, Compton Creek MAD, Consoli-
dated MAD, Contra Costa MVCD, County of
El Dorado, Vector Control, Delano MAD,
Delta VCD, Durham MAD, East Side MAD,
Fresno MVCD, Fresno Westside MAD, Glenn
County MVCD.

Greater LA County VCD, Imperial County
Vector Control, June Lake Public Utility
District, Kern MVCD, Kings MAD, Lake
County VCD, Long Beach Vector Control
Program, Los Angeles West Vector and Vec-
tor-borne Disease Control District, Madera
County MVCD, Marin/Sonoma MVCD,
Merced County MAD, Mosquito and Vector
Management District of Santa Barbara
County, Napa County MAD, Nevada County
Community Development Agency, No. Sali-
nas Valley MAD, Northwest MVCD, Orange
County Mosquito and Vector Control Dis-
trict, Oroville MAD, Owens Valley MAP,
Pasadena Public Health Department, Pine
Grove MAD.

Placer MVCD, Riverside County, Dept. of
Environmental Health VCP, Sacramento-
Yolo MVCD, Saddle Creek Community Serv-
ices District, San Benito County Agricul-
tural Commission, San Bernardino County
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Mosquito and Vector Control Program, San
Diego County Dept. of Environmental
Health, Vector Control, San Francisco Pub-
lic Health, Environmental Health Section,
San Gabriel Valley MVCD, San Joaquin
County MVCD, San Mateo County MVCD,
Santa Clara County VCD, Santa Cruz County
Mosquito Abatement/Vector Control, Shasta
MVCD, Solano County MAD, South Fork
Mosquito Abatement District, Sutter-Yuba
MVCD, Tehama County MVCD, Tulare Mos-
quito Abatement District, Turlock MAD,
Ventura County Environmental Health Divi-
sion, West Side MVCD, West Valley MVCD,

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE, I am writing to you
today as a pest management professional re-
questing your support for H.R. 897, the Zika
Vector Control Act. H.R. 897 is scheduled to
be considered by the full House of Represent-
atives tomorrow, May 17. H.R. 897 would sus-
pend the need to obtain unnecessary and bur-
densome permits, allowing our industry to
better protect you from the mosquitoes that
transmit the Zika virus.

Zika is an emerging mosquito-borne virus
that currently has no specific medical treat-
ment or vaccine. Zika virus is spread
through the bite of infected mosquitoes in
the Aedes genus, the same mosquitoes that
carry dengue fever and chikungunya. The
Zika virus causes mild flu-like symptoms in
about 20 percent of infected people, but the
main concern among leading health organi-
zations is centered on a possible link be-
tween the virus and microcephaly, a birth
defect associated with underdevelopment of
the head and brain, resulting in neurological
and developmental problems. The World
Health Organization (WHO) recently de-
clared Zika virus a global health emergency.

Currently, pest management professionals
who apply even small amounts of pesticides
in and around lakes, rivers and streams to
protect public health and prevent potential
disease outbreaks are required to obtain an
additional, redundant and burdensome Na-
tional Pollutant Discharge Elimination Sys-
tem (NPDES) permit prior to application.
Under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), all pesticides are
reviewed and regulated for use with strict in-
structions on the U.S. Environmental Pro-
tection Agency (EPA) approved product
label. A thorough review and accounting of
impacts to water quality and aquatic species
is included in every EPA review. Requiring
water permits for pesticide applications is
redundant and provides no additional envi-
ronmental benefit.

Pest management professionals are on the
front lines of protecting the public, using a
variety of tools, including pesticides. Requir-
ing pest management applicators to obtain
an NPDES permit to prevent and react to po-
tential disease outbreaks wastes valuable
time against rapidly moving and potentially
deadly pests. Water is the breeding ground
for many pests.

The pest management industry strongly
urges you temporarily remove this regu-
latory burden and help us protect people
throughout your community from mosqui-
toes that transmit dangerous and deadly dis-
eases, like Zika, by voting YES on H.R. 897,
the Zika Vector Control Act.

Sincerely,
National Pest Management Association.
RESPONSIBLE INDUSTRY FOR A
SOUND ENVIRONMENT,
Washington, DC, May 17, 2016.
Hon. BOB GIBBS,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE GIBBS: Thank you
for re-introducing the H.R. 897. RISE (Re-
sponsible Industry for a Sound Environment)
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is a national not-for-profit trade association
representing producers and suppliers of spe-
cialty pesticides including products used to
control mosquitoes and invasive aquatic
weeds.

For most of the past four decades, water
quality concerns from pesticide applications
were addressed within the registration proc-
ess under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide
and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) rather than a
Clean Water Act permitting program. Due to
a 2009 decision of the 6th Circuit U.S. Court
of Appeals, Clean Water Act National Pollu-
tion Discharge Elimination System Permits
(NPDES) have been required since 2011 for
aquatic pesticide applications. NPDES per-
mits do not provide any identifiable addi-
tional environmental benefits, but add sig-
nificant costs and paperwork requirements
which make it more expensive to protect
people from mosquitoes that can vector the
Zika Virus, West Nile Virus, Dengue Fever
and other viruses. Permits also make it more
expensive to control invasive aquatic plants
that over take our waterways and impede en-
dangered species habitat.

H.R. 897 would clarify that duplicative
NPDES permits are not needed for the appli-
cation of EPA approved pesticides. The
elimination of these permits will speed re-
sponse to public health and other pest pres-
sures, save resources for, states, municipali-
ties, and communities. We support this legis-
lation look forward to working with you and
your colleagues to advance this legislation.

Sincerely,
AARON HOBBS,
President.
AMERICAN FARM BUREAU FEDERATION,
Washington, DC, May 16, 2016.
Hon. MEMBERS,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MEMBERS OF CONGRESS: Later this
week, the House will vote on legislation that
clarifies congressional intent regarding regu-
lation of the use of pesticides for control of
exotic diseases such as Zika virus and West
Nile virus, as well as for other lawful uses in
or near navigable waters. The American
Farm Bureau Federation (AFBF) strongly
supports the ‘‘Zika Vector Control Act of
2016 and urges all members of Congress to
support this legislation.

AFBF represents rural areas nationwide
that will be impacted by the spread of dan-
gerous exotic diseases like Zika. The only
control measure at this time is vector con-
trol. Our members are aware that local mos-
quito control districts face tight budgets and
are concerned with the operational disrup-
tions and increased costs associated with un-
necessary and duplicative permitting re-
quirements. Any disruption in vector control
will expose a large portion of Farm Bureau
members to mosquitos that may carry dis-
eases like Zika and West Nile virus.

We urge all committee members to vote in
favor of the ‘‘Zika Vector Control Act of
2016.”

Thank you very much for your support.

Sincerely,
ZIPPY DUVALL,
President.

Mr. GIBBS. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT).

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 1
come down here to oppose this bill. I
am not on the committee, but I was
sitting in my office and it made me
angry to hear people down here talking
about H.R. 897.
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You put out a title that says Zika
Vector Control Act. That sounds like a
good thing. People ought to be happy
we are going to control the specter
that is out there. But it is a lie.

This does nothing about Zika. It
doesn’t do anything with the research
that the President has asked the
money for. What it does simply is turn
the applicators and the pesticide manu-
facturers loose on this country again.

I have been here long enough to re-
member all of the problems with the
bird eggs that had soft shells and the
birds were dying. All these animals
were dying all over the place because of
DDT and all of the things that happen
with that kind of application freely in
this society.

One of the things that you have to
think about and what I would caution
my congressional friends in the Repub-
lican Caucus of is that you ought to
learn from history. Philadelphia was
once full of malaria. Philadelphia was
a malaria city. You kept the windows
closed at night because you didn’t want
to get malaria.

Now, what we are seeing today be-
cause of global warming is that moving
north from the equator are the orga-
nisms that create disease.

I heard somebody from Louisiana
say: Oh, my God. We have got malaria.
We have got all kinds of problems in
Louisiana.

You are going to have them. You can
find evidence everywhere that these or-
ganisms are there. But the answer is
not to let there be unrestricted and un-
controlled application of pesticides.

That doesn’t solve the problem be-
cause what it does is it creates another
set of illnesses related to the effects of
pesticides on human beings and on ani-
mals and on reproduction.

So what you are doing is you are say-
ing: Well, if you spread this stuff out
on the ground and all over the water
and people are going to get in contact
with that water, there is no question
about it, directly or indirectly, and you
are going to have the other diseases
that come from this.

I won’t give a whole long lecture on
the effects of pesticides on people, but
I will remind Members about some-
thing called Agent Orange.

J 1400

Guys like me who were around dur-
ing the Vietnam war saw that stuff
being sprayed all over the trees. People
said: Oh, that doesn’t do anything. It is
just that the leaves drop off.

Then we had an epidemic of physical
illnesses that were secondary to Agent
Orange. We told veterans for years: It
is not a problem. It is not a problem. It
was not that Agent Orange that got
you.

Then we found out that, in fact, it
was, and we have been paying and pay-
ing and paying.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentleman an additional 1 minute.

The
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Mr. MCDERMOTT. So this is one of
those issues where you put it on cheap,
but you are going to pay for it in the
long term.

Now, some of you over there, clearly,
don’t care. As for the guy in Michigan
who made the decision that they use
that dirty river water and inflict that
on the children of Flint and the lead
poisoning and the lead effects on their
heads, that is the kind of mentality we
are dealing with with the people who
run this bill every 2 years from the
companies that make this stuff. It
came in 2011, 2013, 2014, 2015. Here it is
again this year. It will be back. This
bill isn’t done. They are going to keep
trying to convince the American people
that you can just spread chemicals ev-
erywhere, and it doesn’t have effects on
people, but it does. That is what envi-
ronmental health is all about.

That is why this bill is a step back-
ward to about 1950, when we didn’t
really know what pesticides did to peo-
ple. Now we do. We are absolutely right
in voting against this bill, and the
President ought to veto it if it gets
through. The Senate, as bad as they
are, won’t even let this bill through.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cos-
TELLO of Pennsylvania). Members are
reminded to direct their remarks to
the Chair.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Boy, talk about fear mongering.
Comparing responsible pesticide use in
protecting the environment and in pro-
tecting human health to Agent Orange
is just really over the top.

I do agree with one thing the pre-
vious gentleman spoke about, which is
that we have to do more for Zika, and
we are going to do more in the House
this week. This is one tool in the tool-
box to address this.

As for this bit about spraying pes-
ticides uncontrollably all over the
place, as a farmer, I have heard that all
of my adult life, and it is really bizarre
because pesticides cost a lot of money.
It is really bizarre in this case because
to use these pesticides, you have to be
certified by the State and the EPA, and
you have to be applying it by the label
that the EPA has already approved.
This goes through rigorous testing and
regulation, so it is not uncontrollable.
It is under FIFRA, which is the law the
Congress set up many, many years ago
to control this. This is not an uncon-
trolled application of pesticides that is
contaminating our water bodies. As I
said, the recent geological studies doc-
ument that we are not contaminating
our water bodies.

I will make this clear that this is not
uncontrollable and that we have laws
in place that are called FIFRA. If you
break that law, you break the law, and
you should be punished and held ac-
countable.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The problem here is that FIFRA
doesn’t require recordkeeping. It is a
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label, and you are supposed to follow
the label. There is an even more recent
problem in Oregon—we talked about
the fish kill earlier—which is the over-
flight spraying of an herbicide on
forestlands, which was applied, and
then it drifted into occupied areas and
streams.

Now, without the EPA’s requirement
that you record and report, we
wouldn’t know that that had happened;
but now we do, and the people who are
complaining about health effects have
some recourse since they know what
was applied, when it was applied, and
who applied it.

If we do away with that requirement
and say, Oh, well, the States might
still require something, well, they
might not. Therefore, it would be: Are
you going to follow the label or not?
How are you going to find out if they
followed the label? How are you going
to find out whose plane that was? How
are you going to find out what they
sprayed?

You won’t be able to. If you get an
impaired body of water, we are now
mapping things.

The EPA says: Wait a minute. Wait a
minute. That body of water is already
impaired with this particular herbicide
or pesticide. We should limit more ap-
plications in that area.

No, we don’t want to know about
that. We don’t want to know about
that.

That is the bottom line here. We are
talking about recordkeeping and re-
porting after the fact: What did you
use? Where did you put it? So if some-
one is injured or if we find out their
water supply is impaired, they can fig-
ure out how it happened, but not if we
do away with this requirement, with
this Groundhog Day bill.

Again, it was pest management, it
was forest health, then it was reducing
regulatory burdens; but now it has
been reborn in the last week as Zika
control because it is, as the gentle-
woman from Maryland said, the cause
du jour. It has nothing to do with Zika.

I was really pleased to see the major-
ity whip say that they were going to
put $1.2 billion into Zika because, as of
the publishing of the appropriations
bill, it was only $622 million, which is
a third of what the President asked for;
so now they are up to 66 percent. That
is great. I hope that is right because we
haven’t seen that in writing yet.

The bottom line is we need to partner
with the States to deal with the threat
of Zika just like we did with West
Nile—none of which is going to be im-
paired by a little recordkeeping—so
that we know where, how, what was ap-
plied so that citizens of the United
States, private property owners, will
have some recourse.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

First of all, the gentleman from Or-
egon talked about the recordkeeping.
There are additional burdensome
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records on this requirement, the
MPDS, but a certified pesticide appli-
cator under FIFRA has to Kkeep
records. They have to keep records on
what they applied, how they applied it,
when they applied it, what the wind
speed was, and what the temperature
was—all of that—so that there is a
record there. I wanted to correct his in-
formation as he was inaccurate on
that.

We talked about West Nile. In 2012,
we had a crisis in this country of the
West Nile epidemic. Dallas, Texas, had
to declare an emergency. They prob-
ably weren’t doing what they needed to
do because of the MPDS permits. If
they declare an emergency, they can
spray without a permit.

That is why we put a sunset provi-
sion in this bill. On September 30, 2018,
this bill sunsets. The reason we put
that in there is to address this towards
Zika. Zika will probably run its course.
Hopefully, in 2 years, we will forget
about it like we have done with Ebola.
The problem is that we need to do ev-
erything we can to mitigate the prob-
lem in the interim. We saw last week
there were 103 pregnant women in the
United States who had the Zika virus.
Today, I heard there were 113. That
number is jumping up. It is going to
jump up fast because we are in mos-
quito season. When these mothers start
delivering those babies and when we
have all kinds of problems, it is not
going to be a pleasant experience; so
we need to do everything we can. That
2-year sunset provision in there will
really target and address this issue.

We need to give our States and local
communities the tools they need, and
we are going to do more this week. We
are going to give them the resources,
the dollars, they need; but we also have
to make sure they can spend that
money, like in the example I gave of
the $37,000. Instead of spending it on
administrative paperwork, they can
spend it on killing the larvae and the
mosquitos. It is easier to kill the mos-
quito population if you kill the larvae
before they hatch. The risks are high,
but we need to make sure we do this.

I reiterate that FIFRA is already in
place to make sure that we don’t have
bad actors out there who are polluting
our water bodies. If they do, they are
going to be held accountable, and the
EPA can step in and investigate those
and do that. The EPA has all of the au-
thority they need because they approve
the label, they approve the pesticide
certification, they approve the applica-
tors. They can go back to every appli-
cator and ask for their records. They
can go into my local farm co-op and
ask: When did you apply? What did you
apply? What date did you apply? And
all of those records are there for our
regulators to see. They can do that.

All this bill does is fix the bad court
decision that it has a regulatory bur-
den. We need to support this bill and
let our communities and our States do
their jobs to protect the public health.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge support of the
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
speak in opposition to H.R. 897, the “Zika
Vector Control Act,” because this bill was not
written with the intent to control Zika carrying
mosquitoes, but rather to allow higher
amounts of rodenticides, fungicides, and in-
secticides in water.

The title for H.R. 897, two days ago was the
“Reducing Regulatory Burdens Act of 2015.”

| am very interested in doing everything |
can to address the threat of Zika Virus, but |
am not supportive of tricks or misguided strat-
egies to get legislation to the House floor in
the name of Zika prevention that was con-
ceived with no thought of the Zika Virus in
mind.

As a senior member of the House Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, which has a
core mission of emergency preparedness of
state and local governments to be equipped to
react to emergencies make me acutely aware
of the potential for the Zika Virus to be a real
challenge for state and local governments dur-
ing the coming months.

| thank President Obama for his leadership
in requesting $1.9 billion to address the threat
of the Zika Virus.

The 18th Congressional District of Texas,
which | represent has a tropical climate and
very likely of having to confront the challenge
of Zika Virus carrying mosquitoes before mos-
quito season ends in the Fall.

Houston, Texas, like many cities, towns,
and parishes along the Gulf Coast, has a trop-
ical climate hospitable to mosquitoes that
carry the Zika Virus like parts of Central and
South America, as well as the Caribbean.

For this reason, | am sympathetic to those
members who have districts along the Gulf
Coast.

These areas are known to have both types
of the Zika Virus vectors: the Aedes Aegypti
[A-up-ti] and the Asian Tiger Mosquito, which
is why | held a meeting in Houston on March
10, 2016 about this evolving health threat.

| convened a meeting with Houston, Harris
County and State officials at every level of re-
sponsibility to combat the Zika Virus to dis-
cuss preparations that would mitigate its.

The participants included Dr. Peter Hotez,
Dean of the National School of Tropical Medi-
cine and Professor of Pediatrics at Baylor Col-
lege of Medicine and Dr. Dubboun, Director of
the Harris County Public Health Environmental
Services Mosquito Control Division who gave
strong input on the critical need to address the
threat on a multi-pronged approach.

Dr. Dubboun, Director of the Harris County
Public Health Environmental Services Mos-
quito Control Division stressed that we cannot
spray our way out of the Zika Virus threat.

He was particularly cautious about the over
use of spraying because of its collateral threat
to the environment and people.

We should not forget that Flint, Michigan
was an example of short sighted thinking on
the part of government decision makers, which
resulted in the contamination of the city’s
water supply.

The participants in the meeting represented
the senior persons at every, state and local
agency with responsiblity for Zika Virus re-
sponse and they agreed we need plan to ad-
dress the Zika Virus in the Houston and Harris
County area that will include every aspect of
the community.
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The collective wisdom of these experts re-
vealed that we should not let the fear of the
Zika Virus control public policy.

Instead we should get in front of the prob-
lem then we can control the Zika Virus from its
source—targeting mosquitoes.

The consequences of too much insecticide,
rodenticides or fungicides in water are
known—to kill aquatic life and cause real dam-
age to the food chain upon which fish and
larger sea life rely.

Along the Coast of the United States, many
habitat restoration efforts are centered on the
reduction of chemical run off from urban
areas, not increasing insecticide pollutants in
their waters.

The real fight against the Zika Virus will be
bottled neighborhood by neighborhood and will
rely upon the resources and expertise of local
government working closely with State govern-
ments with supported of federal government
agencies.

The consensus of the experts related to
H.R. 897, the Zika Vector Control Act, is that
we cannot rely heavily on spraying techniques
to control Zika Virus carrying mosquitoes.

Yes, spraying can reduce the population of
mosquitoes, but it cannot eliminate the threat
and we can reach a point where the presence
of chemical insecticides is in fact more harmful
than helpful.

The Aedes Aegypti mosquito is the greatest
threat to people has evolved to be near peo-
ple.

These mosquitoes fly close to the ground,
enter homes or stay nearby places where peo-
ple live.

The spraying that this bill permits is on an
industrial scale using products that are not
found in a local grocery or home supply store.

The most important approach to control the
spread of Zika Virus is poverty and the condi-
tions that may exist in poor communities can
be of greatest risk for the Zika Virus breeding
habitats for vector mosquitoes.

It is the illegal dumping of tires; open
ditches, torn screens, or no screens at all dur-
ing the long hot days of summer that will un-
fortunately create a perfect storm for the
spread of the virus.

Zika Virus Prevention Kits like those being
distributed in Puerto Rico will be essential to
the fight against Zika Virus along the Gulf
Coast.

These kits should include mosquito nets for
beds.

Bed nets have proven to be essential in the
battle to reduce malaria by providing protec-
tion and reducing the ability of biting insects to
come in contact with people.

Mosquito netting has fine holes that are big
enough to allow breezes to easily pass
through, but small enough to keep mosquitoes
and other biting insects out.

Bed nets that are not pre-treated with insec-
ticide are effective and they can be treated
with DEET products after purchase.

Mr. Speaker, there is no need to be
alarmed, but we should be preparing to do
what we can to prevent and mitigate the Zika
Virus in communities around the nation.

We know that 33 states have one or both of
the vector mosquitoes.

Dr. Peter Hotez said that we can anticipated
that the Americas including the United States
can expect 4 million the Zika Virus cases in
the next four months and to date there are
over a million cases in Brazil.
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The most serious outcome the Zika Virus
exposure is birth defects that can occur during
pregnancy if the mother is exposed to the Zika
Virus.

Infections of pregnant women can result in:
still births; the rate of Microcephaly based on
Zika Virus exposure far exceeds that number.

Microcephaly is brain underdevelopment ei-
ther at birth or the brain failing to develop
properly after birth, which can cause: difficulty
walking; difficulty hearing; and difficulty with
speech.

| call on my colleagues to pass the Presi-
dent's request for the $1.9 billion in emer-
gency supplemental appropriations.

| urge my colleagues to reject H.R. 897, and
support the President’s request to fight the
Zika Virus threat.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GIBBS)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 897, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 732;

Adopting House Resolution 732, if or-
dered;

Agreeing to the motion to instruct
on S. 524; and

Suspending the rules and passing
H.R. 897.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4909, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2017

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 732) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4909) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense and for military
construction, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year,
and for other purposes, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.
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The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 239, nays
177, not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 196]

YEAS—239
Abraham Griffith Palmer
Aderholt Grothman Paulsen
Allen Guinta Pearce
Amash Guthrie Perry
Amodei Hanna Pittenger
Babin Hardy Pitts
Barletta Harper Poe (TX)
Barr Harris Poliquin
Barton Hartzler Pompeo
Benishek Heck (NV) Posey
Bilirakis Hensarling Price, Tom
Bishop (MI) Hice, Jody B. Ratcliffe
Bishop (UT) Hill Reed
Black Holding Reichert
Blackburn Hudson Renacci
Blum Huelskamp Ribble
Bost Huizenga (MI) Rice (SC)
Boustany Hultgren Rigell
Brady (TX) Hunter Roe (TN)
Brat Hurd (TX) Rogers (AL)
Bridenstine Hurt (VA) Rogers (KY)
Brooks (AL) Issa Rohrabacher
Brooks (IN) Jenkins (KS) Rokita
Buchanan Jenkins (WV) Rooney (FL)
Buck Johnson (OH) Ros-Lehtinen
Bucshon Jolly Roskam
Burgess Jones Ross
Byrne Jordan Rothfus
Calvert Joyce Rouzer
Carter (GA) Katko Royce
Carter (TX) Kelly (MS) Russell
Chabot Kelly (PA) Salmon
Chaffetz King (IA) Sanford
Clawson (FL) King (NY) Scalise
Coffman Kinzinger (IL) Schweikert
Cole Kline Scott, Austin
Collins (GA) Knight Sensenbrenner
Collins (NY) Labrador Sessions
Comstock LaHood Shimkus
Conaway LaMalfa Shuster
Cook Lamborn Simpson
Costello (PA) Lance Smith (MO)
Cramer Latta Smith (NE)
Crenshaw LoBiondo Smith (NJ)
Culberson Long Smith (TX)
Davis, Rodney Loudermilk Stefanik
Denham Love Stewart
Dent Lucas Stivers
DeSantis Luetkemeyer Stutzman
DesJarlais Lummis Thompson (PA)
Diaz-Balart MacArthur Thornberry
Dold Marchant Tiberi
Donovan Marino Tipton
Duffy Massie Trott
Duncan (SC) McCarthy Turner
Duncan (TN) McCaul Upton
Ellmers (NC) McClintock Valadao
Emmer (MN) McHenry Wagner
Farenthold McKinley Walberg
Fincher McMorris Walden
Fitzpatrick Rodgers Walker
Fleischmann McSally Walorski
Fleming Meadows Walters, Mimi
Flores Meehan Weber (TX)
Forbes Messer Webster (FL)
Fortenberry Mica Wenstrup
Foxx Miller (FL) Westerman
Franks (AZ) Miller (MI) Westmoreland
Frelinghuysen Moolenaar Williams
Garrett Mooney (WV) Wilson (SC)
Gibbs Mullin Wittman
Gibson Mulvaney Womack
Gohmert Murphy (PA) Woodall
Goodlatte Neugebauer Yoder
Gosar Newhouse Yoho
Gowdy Noem Young (AK)
Granger Nugent Young (IA)
Graves (GA) Nunes Young (IN)
Graves (LA) Olson Zeldin
Graves (MO) Palazzo Zinke

NAYS—177
Adams Bonamici Cardenas
Aguilar Boyle, Brendan Carney
Ashford F. Carson (IN)
Bass Brady (PA) Cartwright
Beatty Brown (FL) Castor (FL)
Becerra Brownley (CA) Castro (TX)
Bera Bustos Chu, Judy
Beyer Butterfield Cicilline
Bishop (GA) Capps Clark (MA)
Blumenauer Capuano Clarke (NY)
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Clay Jeffries Pingree
Cleaver Johnson (GA) Pocan
Clyburn Johnson, E. B. Polis

Cohen Kaptur Price (NC)
Connolly Keating Quigley
Conyers Kelly (IL) Rangel
Cooper Kennedy Rice (NY)
Costa Kildee Roybal-Allard
Courtney Kilmer Ruiz

Crowley Kind

Cuellar Kirkpatrick gﬁgﬁersberger
Cummings Kuster Ryan (OH)
Davis (CA) Langevin Sanchez. Linda
Davis, Danny Larsen (WA) T ’
DeFazio Lawrence San'chez Loretta
DeGette Lee ’
Delaney Levin Sarbanes
DeLauro Lipinski Schakowsky
DelBene Loebsack Schiff
DeSaulnier Lofgren Schrader
Deutch Lowenthal Scott (VA)
Dingell Lowey Scott, David
Doggett Lujan Grisham Serrano
Doyle, Michael (NM) Sewell (AL)

F. Lujan, Ben Ray Sherman
Duckworth (NM) Sinema
Edwards Lynch Sires
Ellison Maloney, Slaughter
Engel Carolyn Smith (WA)
Eshoo Maloney, Sean Speier
Esty Matsui Swalwell (CA)
Foster McCollum Takano
Frankel (FL) McDermott Thompson (CA)
Fudge McGovern Thompson (MS)
Gabbard McNerney Tonko
Gallego Meeks Torres
Garamendi Meng Tsongas
Graham Moore 8!

Van Hollen
Grayson Moulton Vargas
Green, Al Murphy (FL)
Green, Gene Nadler Veasey
Grijalva Napolitano Vel@
Gutiérrez Neal Velazquez
Hahn Nolan Visclosky
Hastings Norcross Walz
Heck (WA) O'Rourke Wasserman
Higgins Pallone Schultz
Himes Pascrell Waters, Maxine
Honda Payne Watson Coleman
Huffman Perlmutter Welch
Israel Peters Wilson (FL)
Jackson Lee Peterson Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—17
Crawford Hoyer Richmond
Curbelo (FL) Johnson, Sam Roby
Farr Larson (CT) Takai
Fattah Lewis Titus
Herrera Beutler Lieu, Ted Whitfield
Hinojosa Pelosi
0 1430

Ms. WILSON of Florida and Messrs.
ASHFORD and BECERRA changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

Mr. MEADOWS and Mrs. HARTZLER
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’” to
uyea.n

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HULTGREN). The question is on the res-
olution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 234, noes 181,
not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 197]

AYES—234
Abraham Allen Babin
Aderholt Amash Barletta

Barr

Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie

Adams

Aguilar

Ashford

Bass

Beatty

Becerra

Bera

Beyer

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F.

Brady (PA)

Brown (FL)

Brownley (CA)

Bustos

Butterfield

Capps

Capuano

Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce

NOES—181

Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
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Perry
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey

Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
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Esty Lofgren Roybal-Allard
Farr Lowenthal Ruiz
Foster Lowey Ruppersberger
Frankel (FL) Lujan Grisham Rush
Fudge (NM) Ryan (OH)
Gabbard Lujan, Ben Ray Sanchez, Linda
Gallego (NM) T.
Garamendi Lynch Sanchez, Loretta
Graham Maloney, Sarbanes
Grayson Carolyn Schakowsky
Green, Al Maloney, Sean Schiff
Green, Gene Matsui Scott (VA)
Grija}va McCollum Scott, David
Gutierrez McDermott Serrano
Hahn McGovern
Hastings McNerney :ﬁgfﬁ;ﬁ L)
Heck (WA) Meeks Si
Higgins Meng }nema
Himes Moore Sires

Slaughter
Hoyer Moulton Smith (WA)
Huffman Murphy (FL) o
Israel Nadler Speier
Jackson Lee Napolitano Swalwell (CA)
Jeffries Neal Takano
Johnson (GA) Nolan Thompson (CA)
Johnson, E. B. Norcross Thompson (MS)
Kaptur O’Rourke Tonko
Keating Pallone Torres
Kelly (IL) Pascrell Tsongas
Kennedy Payne Van Hollen
Kildee Pelosi Vargas
Kilmer Perlmutter Veasey
Kind Peters Vela
Kirkpatrick Peterson Velazquez
Kuster Pingree Visclosky
Langevin Pocan Walz
Larsen (WA) Polis Wasserman
Larson (CT) Price (NC) Schultz
Lawrence Quigley Waters, Maxine
Lee Rangel Watson Coleman
Levin Ribble Welch
Lipinski Rice (NY) Wilson (FL)
Loebsack Richmond Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—18
Amodei Honda Roby
Crawford Hudson Russell
Curbelo (FL) Issa Schrader
Fattah Johnson, Sam Takai
Herrera Beutler  Lewis Titus
Hinojosa Lieu, Ted Whitfield
O 1438

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

MOTION TO GO TO CONFERENCE
ON 8. 524, COMPREHENSIVE AD-
DICTION AND RECOVERY ACT OF
2016

MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MS. ESTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The unfinished business is
the vote on the motion to instruct on
the bill (S. 524) to authorize the Attor-
ney General and Secretary of Health
and Human Services to award grants to
address the national epidemics of pre-
scription opioid abuse and heroin use,
and to provide for the establishment of
an inter-agency task force to review,
modify, and update best practices for
pain management and prescribing pain
medication, and for other purposes, of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. ESTY) on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 182, nays
236, not voting 15, as follows:
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Adams
Aguilar
Amodei
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F

Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers (NC)
Engel

Eshoo

Esty

Farr

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot

[Roll No. 198]

YEAS—182

Fitzpatrick
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Graham
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hastings
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)

NAYS—236

Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
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Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp

Huizenga (MI) Messer Sanford
Hultgren Mica Scalise
Hunter Miller (FL) Schweikert
Hurd (TX) Miller (MI) Scott, Austin
Hurt (VA) Moolenaar Sensenbrenner
Issa Mooney (WV) Sessions
Jenkins (KS) Mullin Shimkus
Jenkins (WV) Mulvaney Shuster
Johnson (OH) Murphy (PA) Simpson
Jolly Neugebauer Smith (MO)
Jones Newhouse Smith (NE)
Jordan Noem Smith (NJ)
Joyce Nugent Smith (TX)
Katko Nunes Stefanik
Kelly (MS) Olson Stewart
Kelly (PA) Palazzo Stivers
King (IA) Palmer Stutzman
King (NY) Paulsen Thompson (PA)
Kinzinger (IL) Pearce Thornberry
Kline Perry Tiberi
Knight Pittenger Tipton
Labrador Pitts Trott
LaHood Poe (TX) Turner
LaMalfa Poliquin Upton
Lamborn Pompeo Valadao
Lance Posey Wagner
Latta Price, Tom Walberg
LoBiondo Ratcliffe Walden
Long Reed Walker
Loudermilk Reichert Walorski
Love Renacci Walters, Mimi
Lucas Ribble Weber (TX)
Luetkemeyer Rice (SC) Webster (FL)
Lummis Rigell Wenstrup
MacArthur Roe (TN) Westerman
Marchant Rogers (AL) Westmoreland
Marino Rogers (KY) Williams
Massie Rohrabacher Wilson (S0)
McCarthy Rokita Wittman
McCaul Rooney (FL) Womack
MecClintock Ros-Lehtinen Woodall
McHenry Roskam Yoder
McKinley Ross Yoho
McMorris Rothfus Young (AK)

Rodgers Rouzer Young (IA)
McSally Royce Young (IN)
Meadows Russell Zeldin
Meehan Salmon Zinke

NOT VOTING—15
Conyers Herrera Beutler Rangel
Crawford Hinojosa Roby
Curbelo (FL) Johnson, Sam Takai
Fattah Lewis Titus
Garamendi Lieu, Ted Whitfield
0 1454

Mr. MULLIN changed his vote from
‘“‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

So the motion to instruct was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
ZIKA VECTOR CONTROL ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 897) to amend the Federal In-
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act and the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act to clarify Congressional
intent regarding the regulation of the
use of pesticides in or near navigable
waters, and for other purposes, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GIBBS)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, as amended.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 262, nays
159, not voting 12, as follows:

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Ashford
Babin
Barletta
Barr

Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Bustos
Butterfield
Byrne
Calvert
Capps
Carney
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook

Costa
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crenshaw
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis, Rodney
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)

Adams
Aguilar
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera

[Roll No. 199]

YEAS—262

Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Kuster
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer

NAYS—159

Beyer

Blumenauer

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F.

Brady (PA)
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Paulsen
Pearce
Perlmutter
Perry
Peterson
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey

Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vela
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Capuano
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
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Castor (FL) Himes Payne
Castro (TX) Honda Pelosi
Chu, Judy Hoyer Peters
Cicilline Huffman Pingree
Clark (MA) Israel Pocan
Clarke (NY) Jack;on Lee Polis
Clay Jeffries Price (NC)
Cleaver Johnson (GA) Quigley
Clyburn Johnson, E. B. Rangel
Cohen Kaptur Ri
. ice (NY)
Connolly Keating .
Richmond
Conyers Kelly (IL) Rovbal-Allard
Cooper Kennedy oyba. ar
Courtney Kildee Ruiz
Crowley Kilmer Ruppersberger
Cummings Kirkpatrick Rush
Davis (CA) Langevin Ryan (OH) )
Davis, Danny Larsen (WA) Sanchez, Linda
DeFazio Larson (CT) T.
DeGette Lawrence Sanchez, Loretta
Delaney Lee Sarbanes
DeLauro Levin Schakowsky
DeSaulnier Lipinski Schiff
Deutch Lofgren Scott (VA)
Dingell Lowenthal Serrano
Doggett Lowey Sewell (AL)
Doyle, Michael Lujan Grisham Sherman
F. (NM) Sires
Duckworth Lujan, Ben Ray Slaughter
EdWardS (NM) Smith (WA)
Ellison Lynch Speier
Engel Maloney, Swalwell (CA)
gsiloo MC:,rqun Takano
SLy atsul Thompson (CA)
Farr McCollum
Foster McDermott ?t)lging)son M8)
Frankel (FL) McGovern Torres
Fudge McNerney T
Gabbard Meeks songas
Gallego Meng Van Hollen
Graham Moore Vargas
Grayson Moulton Veasey
Green, Al Murphy (FL) Velazquez
Green, Gene Nadler Visclosky
Grijalva Napolitano Wasserman
Gutiérrez Neal Schultz
Hahn Norcross Waters, Maxine
Hastings O’Rourke Watson Coleman
Heck (WA) Pallone Wilson (FL)
Higgins Pascrell Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—12
Crawford Hinojosa Roby
Curbelo (FL) Johnson, Sam Takai
Fattah Lewis Titus
Herrera Beutler Lieu, Ted Whitfield
O 1452

So (two-thirds not being in the af-
firmative) the rules were not suspended
and the bill, as amended, was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
S. 524, COMPREHENSIVE ADDIC-
TION AND RECOVERY ACT OF
2016

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JOYCE). Without objection, the Chair
appoints the following conferees on S.
524:

For consideration of the Senate bill
and the House amendments, and modi-
fications committed to conference:
Messrs. UPTON, PITTS, LANCE, GUTHRIE,
KINZINGER of Illinois, BUCSHON, Mrs.
BRrOOKS of Indiana, Messrs. GOODLATTE,
SENSENBRENNER, SMITH of Texas,
MARINO, COLLINS of Georgia, TROTT,
BisHOP of Michigan, MCCARTHY, PAL-
LONE, BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico,
SARBANES, GENE GREEN of Texas, CON-
YERS, Mses. JACKSON LEE, JUDY CHU of
California, Mr. COHEN, Mses. ESTY,
KUSTER, and Mr. COURTNEY.

From the Committee on Education
and the Workforce, for consideration of
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title VII of the House amendment, and
modifications committed to con-
ference: Messrs. BARLETTA, CARTER of
Georgia, and ScoTT of Virginia.

From the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs, for consideration of title IIT of
the House amendment, and modifica-

tions committed to conference: Mr.
BILIRAKIS, Mrs. WALORSKI, and Mr.
RuU1Z.

From the Committee on Ways and
Means, for consideration of sec. 705 of
the Senate bill, and sec. 804 of the
House amendment, and modifications
committed to conference: Messrs. MEE-
HAN, DOLD, and MCDERMOTT.

There was no objection.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017

GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material on H.R. 4909.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 732 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4909.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON) to preside
over the Committee of the Whole.

[J 1455
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4909) to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense and for military
construction, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year,
and for other purposes, with Mr. SIMP-
SON in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
THORNBERRY) and the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. SMITH) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, I am honored to bring
to the House today H.R. 4909, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2017.

The House Armed Services Com-
mittee reported it favorably 3 weeks
ago by a vote of 60-2. The only way a
vote like that is possible is that mem-
bers are willing to work together for
the best interests of the country.

I want to start by thanking my part-
ner on this committee, Mr. SMITH, for
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his work, his insight, and his commit-
ment to work together to try to do the
right thing for our servicemembers and
for the good of the Nation.

Now, I am sure that he does not agree
with everything in this bill, nor do I. It
is the product of difficult choices, of
compromise, of input from many mem-
bers of this body.

But, as a whole, I think this bill is
good for the troops, good for the coun-
try, and is faithful to the constitu-
tional responsibilities that we have on
our shoulders to provide for the mili-
tary of the United States and defend
the country.

I want to thank all the members of
the committee as well as the staff. We
had a compressed schedule this year.
At the same time, the country is facing
national security challenges that are
growing more complex and more dan-
gerous and we are still dealing with the
consequences of defense budget cuts.

Coupled with an ambitious reform
agenda, all of those things meant that
our job was not easy, but members on
both sides of the aisle put in the hours,
attended the briefings and hearings,
and contributed to this product.

This bill was built from the ground
up. We started with about 2,000 legisla-
tive provisions that were suggested by
members of our committee. We then
received many additional requests
from members who are not on our com-
mittee through testimony, letters, and
other forms of communication.

For example, some members of the
Small Business Committee all came to-
gether with a package of proposals to
help small businesses contribute to our
defense efforts.

We had subcommittee markups and
then a full committee markup that
lasted about 16 hours and considered
248 amendments.

Now we have more than 370 amend-
ments that have been filed with the
Rules Committee, and many of them
will be considered over the next 2 days
on this floor.

Mr. Chairman, I think that is the
epitome of a regular legislative process
and is particularly appropriate for this
bill because providing for the common
defense is the first job, I believe, of the
Federal Government.

I would add that servicemembers
here and around the world deserve to
know that we in this body are doing
our job and that we support them and
are actually trying to do our job, in-
spired by the courage and dedication
and selfless sacrifice that they exhibit
in doing their jobs.

I want to just highlight two primary
thrusts of this bill in addition to ful-
filling our constitutional responsibil-
ities. Those thrusts are readiness and
reform.

The term ‘‘readiness’ is often used
by the military. It is sometimes not
understood by those who are not in the
military. Readiness involves the prepa-
ration and support required to success-
fully accomplish what the political
leadership asks the military to do.
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It means having the right number of
people for a mission, each of whom is
fully trained, has appropriate equip-
ment, and is able to carry out their
mission.

Now, we have got severe readiness
problems today in the United States
military. We have pilots who are get-
ting less than half the minimum num-
ber of training hours they are supposed
to get in order to stay proficient in
their airplanes. We are cannibalizing
some aircraft just to keep other air-
craft flying.

We have significant shortages of peo-
ple in key areas, such as pilots and air-
craft mechanics.

I could go on with examples and sta-
tistics which point toward, unfortu-
nately, the kind of hollow military
that our country has seen in the past.
Certainly there is a high level of frus-
tration among many of our service-
members.

Now, we do not fix all of those prob-
lems in this bill, but we start to turn
them around. And to truly turn them
around, it means not only providing
more resources for operations and
maintenance and training accounts, it
means we have to deal with personnel
accounts, and we have to deal with
modernization accounts.

This bill authorizes spending at the
same level as requested by the Presi-
dent, $610 billion, when you add it all
together.

Now, personally, I would prefer a
higher number, but last year we saw
military funding used as a hostage to
get more domestic funding. In fact, the
President vetoed this bill once last
year to force more domestic spending,
the first time that has ever been done.
Once an agreement was reached, he
signed the exact same bill into law
with the funding adjustments.

I think using the military as a hos-
tage for domestic political leverage is
deplorable, but I also want to avoid a
repeat of that since President Obama is
still in the White House. So we used
the exact same number, the exact same
top line as requested by the President.

Mr. Chairman, it would also be irre-
sponsible for us to turn away and ig-
nore the severe readiness problems
that are coming to the fore, so this bill
authorizes funding for several items
that the President rejected in the
budget proposal that he sent to us.

For example, it restores a full cost-
of-living adjustment for our military.
It prevents further cuts in the number
of people serving. It begins to repair fa-
cilities. It adds funds for training and
for maintenance, and it makes some
progress on replacing outdated weap-
ons systems.

So this bill provides full funding for
the base requirements for the full year,
as was agreed upon in last year’s bal-
anced budget agreement.

It then provides a bridge fund to pay
for the overseas deployments for about
half of the new fiscal year. That gives
the new President, whoever he or she
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may be, the opportunity to look at the
deployments that President Obama has
begun, look at the funding that he has
requested, make adjustments however
they think it needs to be adjusted, and
then come back to Congress with their
conclusions.

Mr. Chairman, that is exactly the ap-
proach that was used the last time we
transitioned between administrations.
In June of 2008, this body, under Demo-
cratic leadership, did exactly what I
have described with a bridge fund to
get into 2009. We are following the
same approach this year.

Now, this bill also contains major re-
forms. In fact, there are five major re-
form packages in it, all of which are
the work of bipartisan work on the
committee, and consultation with the
Department of Defense.

Those areas, just briefly, are:

Acquisition reform to try to ensure
that we are getting more value for the
money we spend, and that we get mod-
ern technology into the hands of the
warfighters faster.

Military health care to modernize
the system, provide better care, and
ensure that the emphasis is where it is
supposed to be, and that is military
health care for our warfighters.

Commissary reform to put domestic
commissaries on a self-sustaining
track while maintaining the benefit for
our servicemembers, their families,
and for retirees.

Organizational reform, including the
changes to the 30-year old Goldwater-
Nichols law, and replacing the Quad-
rennial Defense Review, the QDR, with
something that is less costly and more
useful.

Reform of the Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice, long overdue and mod-
ernization spurred by a review that we
required in this committee that was
prompted by the sexual assault allega-
tions of recent years.

So, Mr. Chairman, there is a lot here.
There is a 1ot of substance, and there is
a lot of reform, and it is all focused to-
wards two goals. One is to support the
men and women who volunteer to risk
their lives to protect us. And secondly,
to preserve and protect the national se-
curity of the United States of America
in a very dangerous world.

I believe this bill deserves the sup-
port of all Members.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Washington.
Chairman, I yield myself 5 minutes.

I want to thank the chairman and all
the staff members and members of the
committee for their excellent work in
pulling this bill together.

As always, I think it is a fine exam-
ple of how the Ilegislative process
should work around here, and too often
doesn’t. We had a bill before com-
mittee. We had many, many hearings
to discuss the issues around it. Then we
had a long markup with amendments
offered and debated, and we put to-
gether a bill in a bipartisan fashion
that I think was done quite well.

Mr.
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I also agree with the chairman that
there is a lot of good in this bill. There
are a lot of efforts at reforming the
way we do procurement and other
things in the Department of Defense to
try to get the most out of the money
we spend.

More than anything, the good in this
bill is that it continues to provide for
the men and women of our services who
are fighting for us and protecting our
national security, and I think it does a
very comprehensive job of that, and
that is an important issue right now. 1
will also agree with the chairman that
we face as complex a threat environ-
ment as we have probably faced, gosh,
in the history of the country. We have
certainly had great national security
challenges throughout our history, but
now they are coming at us from all di-
rections.

Certainly, we have the asymmetric
threat of terrorism from groups like al
Qaeda and Daesh and all that goes with
that.

We have a newly belligerent Russia
that is creating problems in Eastern
Europe and elsewhere. We have Iran,
which continues to pose challenges to
us in the Middle East and also else-
where; North Korea, that is acting in a
very belligerent manner; and China,
that is expanding its territory by cre-
ating islands in the South China Sea
and challenging the territorial integ-
rity of other nations.

All of those things require us to be
prepared and to have a robust national
security policy. I think this bill does a
good job of it.

Now, we are facing a reckoning, com-
ing down the road here, in that all of
those national security challenges that
I just mentioned are going to be tough
to meet under any budget.

One of the things that I would urge
us to do is to work more closely with
partners throughout the globe, as we
have in some instances, to meet our
national security challenges, because
the sheer cost of them is going to be
difficult. But on the whole, I think this
bill does a good job of meeting our na-
tional security concerns.

There are just two problems that I do
want to point out. Number one, we
don’t really make as many tough
choices as we should make in this bill.
The chairman has pointed out how this
bill prioritizes readiness, and to some
degree that is true; but this bill also
still has $11 million less in money for
readiness than the President’s budget
that was proposed because we support a
wide range of other programs.

If you look over the course of the
next 10 years at all of the programs
that we are funding and planning on
buying, and then you look at how much
money we are likely to have, the two
don’t add up. We have to start making
some difficult choices about what we
are going to fund and what we are not
going to fund.

Related to that is the second prob-
lem, the one the chairman alluded to,
and that is the fact that while this
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budget sticks to the $610 billion num-
ber that was agreed to in the budget
resolution last year, it takes $18 billion
out of the overseas contingency oper-
ations fund and puts it into the base
budget, which means that 6 months
into the fiscal year our troops in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq and elsewhere will
not have the money to support those
overseas operations unless a supple-
mental is passed.

Now, the chairman is quite correct:
this was done in 2008. But in 2008, we
did not have the Budget Control Act.
We did not have the complete unwill-
ingness of this Congress to lift the
Budget Control Act. I don’t see that
changing in the next 6 months.

Which brings us to the other issue,
and that is the issue of ‘“‘holding the
defense bill hostage for other spending
priorities, for domestic spending prior-
ities.”

Well, that is one way of looking at it.
The other way of looking at is a budget
is a series of choices that you have to
make. And if we do spend an additional
$18 billion on defense, over and above
what the budget agreement of last year
agreed to, then that money has got to
come from somewhere.

Either, one, it adds to a $19 trillion
debt that I think most people feel is
too high and that we need to eventu-
ally get to the point of a balanced
budget.

It requires new revenue which, of
course, is—you know, I should be
struck down by lightning in this Cham-
ber for even mentioning the words
“new revenue.” That is, apparently,
verboten and not going to happen.

However much we may claim to sup-
port the men and women who served in
our Armed Forces, we are not prepared
to raise taxes for what they need to do.

Then you have got the domestic
choices, and those domestic choices are
not irrelevant. We have a crumbling in-
frastructure in this country that is
way behind, massively unfunded.

We have other priorities. We have the
Department of Homeland Security. We
have Intel priorities. All of those prior-
ities are shoved backwards if we take
an additional $18 billion for defense.

So we are not holding defense hos-
tage. We are arguing about what our
budget priorities should be.

Should we go and take the $610 bil-
lion agreement we had for defense and
effectively up it to $628 billion at the
expense of all these other priorities, or
shouldn’t we? That is what we have to
balance.

I will look forward to the debate.
There are a lot of interesting amend-
ments coming up. I am not sure at this
point how I am going to vote on this
bill. I think it is incredibly important.
We need to get it done.

But those budget priorities are very
real. And if we take an extra $18 billion
for defense, that does shortchange
other areas, given our unwillingness to
raise revenue to pay for it.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.
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Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I
am pleased to yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
MCCARTHY), the distinguished majority
leader.

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I want to take one
moment. Very seldom do we see a bill
of this significance come to the floor in
such a bipartisan manner. That takes
leadership, it takes experience, and I
want to thank the chairman for that.
He knows that I trust his judgment,
but more importantly, whenever we are
talking about national security, he is
the first one that I call. But I am not
the only one who calls him: those
around the world do as well.

I want to take a moment to thank
the ranking member as well. The vote
to come out of this committee was 60—
2. That shows the leadership on both
sides that when America looks at na-
tional security, they want Republicans
and Democrats alike to work together.

Both of you have shown that leader-
ship, and I want to congratulate you
for that, bringing it to the floor in that
manner.

Mr. Chairman, it is indisputable that
our national security has declined
under President Obama’s watch. Ter-
rorists are attacking us right here at
home. Europe is under siege. And, yet,
the President is more focused on clos-
ing Guantanamo Bay and releasing de-
tainees than he is on the real threats
to American security.

Afghanistan is increasingly unstable,
and the Taliban and al Qaeda are gain-
ing ground. Yet, President Obama re-
mains committed to withdrawing our
troops while constraining their ability
to take the fight to the enemy.

These are just two examples, and I
don’t need to go through the whole list.
Just look at the map of the world, and
what do you see?

Allies that have been slighted, en-
emies that have been appeased, regions
that have fallen into conflict and
chaos.

The Obama administration is not the
direct cause of every problem, but the
President’s inadequate responses, naive
beliefs, and failures of leadership have
put American interests at risk and
made our country less safe.

Now, House Republicans have always
been and remain committed to a strong
American military, an active foreign
policy, and continued American leader-
ship in the world.

We must counter the terrorist
threats forcefully. We must reaffirm
and strengthen our strategic alliances,
like NATO. We must engage and pre-
vent, not retrench and respond.

This National Defense Authorization
Act demonstrates our commitment by
prioritizing funding to support more
troops, better defenses, and better
equipment.

Most importantly, this bill works to
improve readiness, and ensures that
our men and women are prepared to go
into battle.
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The President has fought this ap-
proach and has said he will veto this
bill as it currently stands. That is de-
spite a 2.1 percent pay raise for our
troops, better resources for the
warfighter, an aggressive stance
against Russian expansion, and funding
for Israel’s missile defense.
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This is the height of irresponsibility.
With this bill, the House makes it clear
that we intend to reinvigorate the De-
partment of Defense, take care of our
men and women in uniform, stand with
our allies, and make every possible ef-
fort to defeat global extremism.

The President should share these
goals and sign this bill.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Chair,
I yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LORETTA SAN-
CHEZ), the ranking member of the Tac-

tical Air and Land Forces Sub-
committee.
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. Mr. Chairman, I thank Chair-
man THORNBERRY, Ranking Member
SMITH, and all of our staff for tirelessly
working on this very incredibly impor-
tant bill. Also I would like to thank
Mr. TURNER. For the past 4 years, he
has been the chairman and I have been
the ranking member of the Sub-
committee for Tactical Air and Land
Forces. It has been a pleasure.

The National Defense Authorization
Act, of course, is a must-pass bill. We
have passed it for the past 53 years, and
I am really honored to have been part
of it for the past 20.

The NDAA is the annual piece of law
that puts the necessary resources and
funding to ensure that our servicemem-
bers are fully equipped and trained to
defend our country here and abroad.
All of our military systems—air, land,
water, and space—are authorized by
this legislation. It provides new oppor-
tunities for the Department of Defense
to engage in innovative research and
development to ensure that America
has the most technologically advanced
military. Of course, that also bleeds
over into the civilian world with all of
our new technologies.

The NDAA makes sure that service-
members and their families are pro-
vided with the necessary support and
resources as they sacrifice their lives
to defend their country. Just last Fri-
day, I had the opportunity to be in
Erie, Pennsylvania, where our son was
commissioned as a second lieutenant
and officer into the U.S. Army artil-
lery. So I am pretty excited to con-
tinue to support our military families
because we are one.

This bill also provides provisions to
support women in the military—mak-
ing equipment that actually fits them,
for example—and we put in language
for parental leave for our servicemem-
bers for up to 14 days.

It increases funding for nuclear non-
proliferation, something which I am an
adamant supporter of, trying to elimi-
nate nuclear threats for the future, for
our grandchildren and their children.
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It increases funding for K-12 STEM
education because, again, we have to
invest in our future, and the future of
education is equal to our national secu-
rity. The legislation also provides fund-
ing and resources to counterterrorism,
including those threats from ISIL.

On our particular subcommittee, we
included some significant oversight
legislation. Everybody thinks about
passing laws, but the reality is that
one of the main things that we have to
do as Members of Congress is to over-
see what is really happening in pro-
grams and with the money of our tax-
payers. So we included the F-35 Joint
Strike Fighter’s software oversight,
the F-18 Super Hornet oxygen system,
and a multiyear procurement author-
ity for the Army’s helicopters.

However, the successful passage of
this important legislation is at risk be-
cause, first, it doesn’t comply with the
Republicans’ Budget Control Act be-
cause it is $18 billion over the budget
caps. Secondly, it includes a number of
discriminatory provisions, such as lan-
guage that would allow government
contractors to discriminate against the
LGBT community.

There are many things that we need
to do to ensure that this bill can be, in
a bipartisan way, passed by this House.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. FORBES),
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Seapower and Projection Forces.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017.

I want to first commend the leader-
ship of Chairman THORNBERRY in bring-
ing this bill to the floor. His leadership
has been instrumental in tackling
many of the tough issues this com-
mittee has had to address.

I am particularly impressed with the
chairman’s leadership to make sure
that this Congress provides the re-
quired equipment and readiness that
will begin to turn some disconcerting
trend lines with our national security.

For example, Navy aviation has only
3 in 10 Navy jet aircraft that are fully
mission capable; aircraft carriers are
not available in sufficient quantities,
and our Nation had a carrier gap of al-
most 3 months in Central Command
last year; Navy ship deployments have
increased almost 40 percent, and sub-
marine demand continues to outpace
availability, with the Navy projecting
they will meet only 42 percent of the
combatant commanders’ demand, and
this is before we reduce another 20 per-
cent of our submarines by the end of
the 2020s.

As to the Air Force, our B-1 fleet was
pulled back from the Arabian Gulf this
year because of engine maintenance
issues and replaced with B-52s that are
over 50 years old; and in the last 4
years, we have reduced our tactical air-
lift by 20 percent.

I think everyone would agree that
these are disturbing trends. It is time
we invest in these capabilities. This
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bill goes a long way to reversing this
trajectory and authorizes funds to
meet the 350-ship Navy that our Nation
needs. I believe it is a national security
imperative to arrest the decline of our
projection forces.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. LAN-
GEVIN), the ranking member of the
Emerging Threats and Capabilities
Subcommittee.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank
Chairman THORNBERRY, Ranking Mem-
ber SMITH, and my fellow colleagues on
the committee this year for many im-
portant issues within the committee’s
jurisdiction which we found in this bill,
on which I have been proud to work
with my colleagues.

As ranking member of the Emerging
Threats and Capabilities Sub-
committee, I especially want to thank
my subcommittee colleagues, particu-
larly my colleague JOE WILSON, the
chairman of the subcommittee. It has
been a pleasure to work with him.

I also want to take this opportunity
to recognize members of the staff who
worked so hard on this bill, without
whom we wouldn’t be able to move leg-
islation of this magnitude forward.

The legislation, Mr. Chairman, before
us today continues to address critical
priorities and programs at the stra-
tegic, operational, and tactical levels
when it comes to emerging threats and
capabilities.

In particular, I am pleased with
many provisions relating to game-
changing technologies, such as lan-
guage addressing how to properly
operationalize directed energy tech-
nologies, electromagnetic rail gun
mount funding, electronic warfare ca-
pabilities, strategy requirements, and a
point person within DOD for directed
energy systems.

This legislation goes on also to
prioritize the readiness of the Cyber
Mission Force and fully supports U.S.
Cyber Command while elevating this
critical entity to its own combatant
command. This effort enhances our su-
periority in the cyber domain, and I am
glad the committee recognized the
need to take this vital step.

I am also pleased with the approach
we took toward enhancing capabilities
and extending authorities to defeat
nonstate actors like ISIL and al Qaeda.

I am also pleased with the continued
support of our Special Operations
Forces and their families who are
under the responsibility of the sub-
committee, and those forces which are
always at the pointy tip of the spear.

Although this bill moves the ball for-
ward on policies vital to our national
defense, of course, it is far from per-
fect. We must continue to address fund-
ing issues in other areas of concern as
we move forward in the process.
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In closing, I want to thank all the
members of our subcommittee, as well
as the members of the full Armed Serv-
ices Committee, for their support dur-
ing this markup.

I again commend Chairman THORN-
BERRY and Ranking Member SMITH for
their leadership. I look forward to our
continuing to work together to craft a
final product with the Senate that pro-
vides further support for our men and
women in uniform, our military fami-
lies, and further strengthens our na-
tional security.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
WILSON), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Emerging Threats and
Capabilities.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for
his efforts to promote peace through
strength.

Mr. Chairman, I am grateful to sup-
port H.R. 4909, the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017,
which I believe faithfully sets forth a
path to recover and strengthen our
military readiness.

As chairman of the Subcommittee on
Emerging Threats and Capabilities of
the House Armed Services Committee,
I am particularly appreciative to over-
see some of the most innovative as-
pects of the Department of Defense.

A few key areas of the subcommit-
tee’s contributions to this legislation
are providing robust and resilient
cyber capabilities and authorities to
improve our cyber readiness and ensure
resiliency for Department of Defense
networks and weapons systems. We
support innovative science and tech-
nology programs and authorities to
meet future challenges. We fully re-
source and support our Special Oper-
ations Forces, who remain at war and
globally postured, supporting our na-
tional security in the global war on
terrorism. We extend vital counterter-
rorism authorities while improving
congressional oversight in this very
important area.

Again, I would like to thank Chair-
man MAC THORNBERRY for his steadfast
leadership as well as the subcommittee
ranking member, Mr. JIM LANGEVIN of
Rhode Island, who has been an ener-
getic partner on these issues with an
extraordinary subcommittee staff.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this bill and vote ‘‘yes’ on
H.R. 4909.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO),
the ranking member of the Readiness
Subcommittee.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Chairman, I
commend Chairman THORNBERRY,
Ranking Member SMITH, and the com-
mittee staff who have worked many,
many long nights on the FY17 National
Defense Authorization Act. I worked
with Mr. SMITH and members on the
committee, particularly the Readiness
chairman, Mr. ROB WITTMAN, to in-
clude a number of provisions that will
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improve our military readiness and
continue to support the Asia-Pacific
rebalance, allowing crucial infrastruc-
ture projects to move forward and re-
quiring the Navy to report on land
usage on Guam that will have positive
impacts for our posture in this region.

The bill provides critical funding to
the Long Range Strike Bomber pro-
gram as well as adds additional funding
to keep the fielding of the MQ-4 pro-
gram on track.

I especially want to thank Ranking
Member SMITH for working to get a
provision mandating a review of distin-
guished Asian American and Pacific Is-
lander veterans who may have been un-
justly overlooked in the Medal of
Honor consideration included in the
chairman’s mark. It is important that
we appropriately recognize the con-
tributions of our brave men and women
in uniform.

While I am proud of these and other
provisions, this bill is far from perfect.
There are, once again, numerous dam-
aging environmental provisions; and,
more broadly, I am disappointed that
the majority has again created a bill
that circumvents budget caps, a ma-
neuver that plays politics with our
servicemembers in the field—particu-
larly reckless in this environment.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
address these and other concerns, and I
hope common sense will prevail as this
process continues.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER), the
subcommittee chairman on Tactical
Air and Land Forces.

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017.

As the chairman has indicated, the
President has issued a veto threat on
this bill claiming criticism that the
bill uses overseas contingency oper-
ations funds for base requirements.
This is a hypocritical attack by the
President because the President, in his
own bill, included $5 billion in overseas
contingency operations funding to be
used for base requirements as part of
the President’s budget for 2017.

The reality is that $5 billion is not
enough to address the readiness crisis
that is facing our military, and it does
not ensure that our troops are ready to
deploy and are fully prepared. The
military, in fact, submitted $22 billion
in unfunded requirements for fiscal
year 2017 alone.

I want to thank Chairman THORN-
BERRY for his leadership as he begins
the process of rebuilding our military
and restoring readiness back into the
future. As the chairman said, this bill
came out of our committee, 60-2. It is
the same bill that is going to come to
this House floor.

I certainly hope we are not in the sit-
uation, as we were last year, where we
had Democrats on the committee who
actually voted for the bill in com-
mittee and then voted against the bill
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on the House floor. This is a bill that
deserves passage. It deserves the sup-
port for our men and women in uni-
form.

In my subcommittee, the bill author-
izes almost $6 billion in additional
funds to address critical unfunded re-
quirements, a benefit provided by the
military services.

I want to also thank Chairman
THORNBERRY, in this bill, for reversing
the President’s proposed cuts to our
end strength, our numbers of those
serving in the Army and the Marine
Corps. He has incorporated the POS-
TURE Act, which was first introduced
by Representative CHRIS GIBSON.

The bill also includes funds for the
European Reassurance Initiative,
which is incredibly important as we
move to respond against Russian ag-
gression.

Additionally, this bill calls for con-
tinued action to eradicate sexual as-
sault in the military, and I appreciate
the chairman’s support for those provi-
sions.

The bill provides greater trans-
parency in the military criminal jus-
tice system, acknowledges the need for
intensive treatment for male victims
of sexual assault, and continues to ad-
dress the critical issue of retaliation.
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Before I conclude, I want to thank
our subcommittee’s ranking member,
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ, for her support
in completing the markup of this bill
as well as that of other Members, and
I want to thank LORETTA SANCHEZ for
her long service on the Armed Services
Committee.

I ask everyone to support this bill.

The CHAIR. The Chair would remind
Members to refrain from engaging in
personalities toward the President.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. COURT-
NEY), the ranking member of the
Seapower and Projection Forces Sub-
committee.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, I enthu-
siastically support the seapower por-
tion of the defense bill, which is a
strong bipartisan boost to our security
on, below, and above the seas.

The Seapower and Projection Forces
Subcommittee worked hard this year
examining the President’s budget as
well as the larger strategic maritime
context that we are considering these
programs in.

We have determined the following,
that the demand for our naval fleet is
higher than ever and so is the strain on
the force. A casual review of the head-
lines explains why.

China’s navy is militarizing the
South China Sea, threatening good
order and commerce on the world’s sea-
ways, completely in violation of inter-
national maritime law.

Russia’s navy is recapitalizing its
fleet, particularly its undersea fleet,
and operating at a level not seen since
the cold war.
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These are just two examples of the
up-tempo challenges that the Navy
faces every single day. In this strategic
context, the seapower portion of our
bill builds on the work done by the
Navy, the Obama administration, and
this Congress to put us on a path to a
308-ship Navy within the next 5 years.

That is good, but it is clear we need
to do more to ensure that we have the
capability to keep pace with the grow-
ing and changing threats around the
world. That is why this bill adds three
new ships to the seven ships in the
President’s budget, a third littoral
combat ship, funding to complete a
third DDG-51 destroyer, and resources
to add an additional amphibious ship.

Our bill also has another area of good
bipartisan work. It is in the area of our
undersea forces. Our bill not only sus-
tains the two-a-year build rate of our
advanced Virginia-class submarines,
but also includes a measure that I
pushed for to continue that build rate
through the 2020s to provide the under-
sea capabilities our military leaders
are pleading for.

Our bill also fully funds our Nation’s
top strategic priority, the Ohio re-
placement submarine. We also con-
tinue our bipartisan work to strength-
en the National Sea-Based Deterrence
Fund to support this critical program
outside of the regular shipbuilding ac-
count.

We provide this fund with new au-
thorities to save additional funds dur-
ing the course of building the Ohio
class program—perhaps as much as 10
percent on components like missile
tubes—on top of the billions in savings
that already existing authorities in the
fund were shown to garner by the CRS
and the Congressional Budget Office.

The bipartisan seapower mark is a
down payment on the additional naval
capabilities and capacity that we will
need to keep pace with the fast-chang-
ing security challenges around the
globe. I am confident that it will
emerge in the final enactment of the
2017 NDAA.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. ROGERS), the distin-
guished chairman of the Subcommittee
on Strategic Forces.

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Chair,
I would like to thank the distinguished
chairman of the House Armed Services
Committee for his leadership in bring-
ing what I think is a very good NDAA
bill to the floor. This is the 55th con-
secutive NDAA.

This is not an easy bill to manage.
We have a critical set of funding chal-
lenges as the administration’s budget
submission for FY 2017 broke the deal
negotiated in 2015 to achieve the Bipar-
tisan Budget Act of 2015.

Because of this failure, we in Con-
gress must exercise our constitutional
duty to provide for the men and women
in uniform and we must provide much-
needed oversight of the Department of
Defense and the Department of Energy.

This bill includes a number of key
provisions that were authored by the
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Subcommittee on Strategic
that I lead, including:

Consolidating and strengthening the
Air Force’s organization regarding our
nuclear command and control and mis-
sile warning systems;

It enhances the authority for the De-
partment of Defense and, also, the De-
partment of Energy to mitigate threats
from unmanned aircraft at its most
sensitive nuclear facilities;

It prohibits the DOE funding for Rus-
sia and for Secretary Kerry’s unilateral
disarmament initiative concerning re-
tired U.S. nuclear warheads;

It tackles the significant and grow-
ing foreign counter space threat that
our space systems are suffering by pro-
viding the necessary resources to build
up our space security and defense capa-
bilities and by ensuring the Depart-
ment is organized properly and has the
authorities it needs to maintain our
space advantage long into the future;

It makes clear that replacement of
the RD-180 in a reasoned, prudent
timeline is the primary goal of the De-
partment of Defense to maintain as-
sured access to space while protecting
the taxpayers and ending our reliance
on Russian rocket engines;

It requires the Army to do a better
job for its soldiers than delaying the
procurement of a modern radar until
2028 at the earliest; and

Most significantly to me, in this bill
we have recommended to the chairman
a significant increase of over $400 mil-
lion for the Missile Defense Agency, fo-
cusing on R&D, and full funding of the
request of our allies in Israel, $600.7
million, for codevelopment and co-
production of Iron Dome, David’s
Sling, and Arrow 3.

I want to thank the chairman for his
leadership, and I want to thank my
good friend and colleague from Ten-
nessee, Mr. JIM COOPER, for his support,
counsel, and thoughtfulness. I couldn’t
ask for a better ranking member.

I urge support of the bill.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COOPER),
the ranking member of the Strategic
Forces Subcommittee.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chair, I thank the
gentleman from Washington. I thank
also the chairman of the full com-
mittee from Texas and my particular
friend, the gentleman from Alabama
(Mr. ROGERS).

All the members of the sub-
committee contributed greatly to the
final product. It is not to all of our lik-
ing, but we are making progress.

We agree on so many of the funda-
mental provisions having to do with
national security. For example, I am
thankful that our safe, secure, and ef-
fective nuclear deterrent is fully fund-
ed and we are also providing full sup-
port for our nuclear nonproliferation
efforts as well as providing for nuclear
cleanup. Those are all very important
efforts.

The bill also provides a very robust
missile defense, including not only pro-
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tecting the homeland, but also our al-
lies and partners, such as the $600 mil-
lion for Israeli missile defense.

The mark fully funds national secu-
rity space programs and makes some
very important adjustments, including
ensuring that we adequately support
acquisition of satellite communication
services.

There are a few provisions in the bill
that I strongly oppose, such as restrict-
ing dismantlement of obsolete and
unneeded nuclear weapons.

Also, I think it was a mistake to
mandate a poorly-thought-out,
unaffordable, and unrealistic missile
defense policy, including plans for a
space-based missile deterrent. I also
plan to continue to oppose these provi-
sions in conference.

I would like to reiterate my thanks
to Chairman ROGERS, my friend from
Alabama. It is a pleasure to work with
him and our other subcommittee mem-
bers.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN), the distin-
guished chairman of the Subcommittee
on Readiness.

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
would like to thank Chairman THORN-
BERRY, Ranking Member SMITH, and
the ranking member on the Readiness
Subcommittee, MADELEINE BORDALLO,
for all of their efforts.

Chairman THORNBERRY over the last
few months has highlighted the signifi-
cant readiness challenges and budget
choices we are facing. The reality is
that these decisions we make here will
affect the strength of our national se-
curity for years to come.

The American people are concerned.
And why shouldn’t they be? The readi-
ness obstacles that we face force our
military leaders to choose between pro-
viding adequate training and equip-
ment for troops at home and sup-
porting our men and women who are
already fighting on the front lines.

We have heard verified media re-
ports, for instance, that aircraft me-
chanics have taken drastic measures,
even attempting to strip parts from
museum pieces, to keep our fighters
and bombers flying.

We have heard testimony from each
of our service branches about how crit-
ical it is for us to address our military
readiness shortfalls. What we have
heard has been sobering, to say the
least.

Today we are called to address these
maintenance, sustainment, and readi-
ness issues. That is our constitutional
duty. I believe that this bill will move
us toward that end goal of restoring
full-spectrum readiness.

This bill, for example, prohibits the
Department from implementing an-
other round of base realignment and
closure in the absence of an accurate
end strength assessment and it stream-
lines the Department of Defense’s civil-
ian hiring practices so that critical
manpower capability gaps can be filled.

Most importantly, this bill also in-
cludes more than $5 billion in addi-
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tional funds for, among other things,
ship and aircraft depot maintenance,
aviation training and readiness, and
long-neglected facility sustainment,
restoration, and modernization ac-
counts.

Our military, an overruling force for
good, is supported by the finest men
and women in the world. They deserve
our support in return.

At the same time, I would like to
note that these recommendations don’t
fully alleviate my concerns about our
readiness shortfalls. Here in Wash-
ington we need to make sure that we
fully understand what is at stake and
how the choices we make affect those
who serve and sacrifice on our behalf.

We have to continue to focus on re-
storing readiness in the years to come
and make sure that we properly man,
train, and equip our forces so that they
can meet the challenges on the horizon
with the confidence and superiority we
have come to expect.

I ask the Members of the House to
support this National Defense Author-

ization Act and vote ‘“‘yes” on H.R.
4909.
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.

Chairman, may I inquire as to how
much time each side has remaining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Washington has 132 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from Texas has 11
minutes remaining.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs. DAVIS),
ranking member of the Military Per-
sonnel Subcommittee.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to thank Dr. HECK and the
committee staff for working in a bipar-
tisan manner to develop this bill and
particularly recognize Chairman
THORNBERRY and Ranking Member
SMITH for their leadership during this
process.

The bill includes many provisions
that will provide the military services
flexibility to recruit and retain mem-
bers of our Armed Forces and to con-
tinue our commitment to taking care
of military families.

One provision that we have expands
parental leave for military members to
14 days as well as expanding adoption
leave for dual military couples to 36
days to be split between them.

It also requires DOD to study flexible
maternity and paternity leave sharing
for all of our dual military couples.

This bill includes reforms that will
put the commissary on a sustainable
path while protecting the benefit for
our servicemembers, retirees, and their
families. It also begins to reform and
modernize the military healthcare sys-
tem.

Although we would all agree it is not
perfect, this bill is long needed to start
ensuring that our servicemembers, re-
tirees, and their families continue to
receive the best health care in the
world through efficient and economical
means.

Important issues were addressed in
this bill. I support many of the reforms
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and all of the hard work that went into
them. However, I am extremely con-
cerned with how this bill is funded.

I applaud Chairman THORNBERRY’S
desire to increase funds for end
strength, modernization, and the oper-
ations and maintenance accounts. But
the $18 billion required comes from the
Overseas Contingency Fund and cuts
short resources required for our troops
in harm’s way.

This will require the next Congress
to pass a supplemental before May, and
that assumes current operations don’t
increase over the next year. What pro-
grams do we cut midyear to find that
level of funding?

This gimmick creates a hollow force.
It will require the military services to
hedge their bets that the funding to
maintain the increased end strength
authorized will be available in fiscal
year 2018 when sequestration hits.

The world we know is very dangerous
in many places, and the pace of combat
operations will most likely not dimin-
ish in the near future.

In light of these dangers, I do not dis-
agree that the Army may need more
soldiers. But the Army has not pro-
vided us with the requested number,
nor have they told Congress how they
would create the appropriate force
structure to use these additional sol-
diers.

Lastly, this NDAA passed out of com-
mittee continued to expand on Con-
gress’ efforts to increase opportunities
for women to serve our Nation by re-
quiring women to register for the Se-
lective Service. This was only possible
because the Department of Defense,
after several years of intense review,
opened the last remaining combat arms
positions to women earlier this year.

Unfortunately, the rule for the NDAA
strikes the provision without debate. 1
understand that we are not always
going to be in agreement, and that is
why we debate and vote issues on the
House floor. But to resort to gimmicks
to hide debate is unconscionable. This
is a national issue that Congress must
debate and vote on.

I certainly look forward, Mr. Chair,
to continuing to work with the chair-
man and the rest of the committee to
ensure we resource our military serv-
ices in a responsible manner so that we
can face the challenges of today and to-
morrow.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER), the
chair of the Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations.

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Chair, I rise
today in support of our national de-
fense. There are some stark realities
we must face in today’s world of in-
creased and emerging threats from
around the globe combined with de-
creased military readiness from arbi-
trary and reckless cuts to our national
defense.

In the face of these challenges, we
have a choice: either continue to let
our military capabilities wither as our
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adversaries grow stronger or we can
recognize that ever-changing global
landscape and make sure our troops are
prepared with the resources and train-
ing they need to keep Americans safe
against today’s threats and tomor-
TOW’S.

The latter, Mr. Chair, is what this de-
fense authorization does. From ad-
dressing the strike fighter shortfall
with 14 additional F-18s that the Navy
needs, to providing for maintenance of
equipment and facilities so that mu-
seum aircraft do not have to be can-
nibalized for spare parts, to fully fund-
ing our troops’ pay raise, which they
have rightly earned, we have listened
to the services and our commanders.
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They know what they need to do
their jobs, to keep us safe, and to re-
tain their people, and we have acted on
their priorities.

This bill also addresses shortfalls in
training and provides for the mod-
ernization of critical national security
programs. It makes sure soldiers are
prepared at all of our bases, including
at the Army’s Maneuver Support Cen-
ter of Excellence at Fort Leonard
Wood, in my district. It ensures air-
craft like the B-2 at Whiteman Air
Force Base can continue to project
power and the spirit of America around
the globe.

Mr. Chair, this authorization takes
care of our troops, ensures the safety of
the American people, and fulfills our
constitutional obligation to provide for
the common defense.

I commend Chairman THORNBERRY,
my House Armed Services colleagues,
and the HASC staff for all of their hard
work and leadership.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on this responsible authorization.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Chair,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chair, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Nevada (Mr. HECK),
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Military Personnel, who is both a doc-
tor and a general in the Reserves.

Mr. HECK of Nevada. Mr. Chair, I
rise in strong support of H.R. 4909, the
National Defense Authorization Act of
2017.

This bill contains significant policy
and funding initiatives that continue
our commitment to maintain military
personnel and family readiness and ad-
dress important issues for our troops.

To that end, this bill:

Establishes a fully funded pay raise
for all of our servicemembers. After 3
years of executive action that has pro-
vided lower-than-by-law calculated pay
raises, it is time we give our troops and
their families the pay increase they de-
serve;

Stops the reductions in the active
end-strengths of the Armed Forces,
thereby increasing readiness while re-
ducing the stress and strain on the
force and their families;

Reforms the Military Health System
to ensure the system can sustain
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trained and ready healthcare providers
to support the readiness of the force
and provide a quality healthcare ben-
efit valued by its beneficiaries;

It also modernizes the Uniform Code
of Military Justice to improve the sys-
tem’s efficiency and transparency
while also enhancing victims’ rights.
This includes establishing several new
offenses, including an offense prohib-
iting retaliation and prohibiting inap-
propriate relationships between mili-
tary recruits or trainees and a person
in a position of special trust;

Reforms the commissary system in a
way that preserves this important ben-
efit while also improving the system so
it remains an excellent value for the
shoppers and a good value for the tax-
payer;

Includes an increase in parental
adoptive leave for dual military cou-
ples in recognition of the importance
of bonding time between parents and
their newly adopted children.

In conclusion, I thank the ranking
member, Mrs. DAVIS of California, and
her staff for their contributions to the
mark and support in this very bipar-
tisan process. We were joined by an ac-
tive and informed and dedicated group
of subcommittee members, and their
recommendations and priorities are
clearly reflected in this bill. Addition-
ally, I appreciate the dedication and
hard work of the subcommittee staff.

I urge my colleagues to support our
military men and women and their
families and to support this bill.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Chair,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chair, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. BRIDENSTINE), who is a
member of the committee and who also
continues to be active in the Air Na-
tional Guard.

Mr. BRIDENSTINE.
chairman.

Mr. Chair, this defense authorization
makes a huge down payment on the
readiness of our forces.

As a combat veteran, I have partici-
pated in the inter-deployment training
cycles that are getting ready to deploy.
I have seen the force regeneration proc-
ess. I have seen it during good times,
and I have seen it during bad times.

Personally, as a Navy reservist, most
recently, I saw a very steep decline in
readiness when my squadron got elimi-
nated. The VAW-77, the Nightwolves,
got completely eliminated when I was
a Navy reservist. We busted about $2
billion worth of cocaine every year on
the high seas. Now that cocaine comes
into the country, and $2 billion worth
of cash funds transnational criminal
organizations in northern Mexico and
in Central and South America. That is
what happens when we have defense
cuts the way we have had recently.

In fact, I will tell you that our re-
maining forces still face significant
shortfalls and disruptions to time-test-
ed training and deployment cycles. The
OPTEMPO back home is almost more
intense than an overseas deployment,

I thank the
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but the resources are simply not avail-
able. Pilots are flying the bare min-
imum flight hours to stay qualified,
and our maintainers and our depots
can’t keep up. As a warfighter, I can
attest that this will break our force.

The important thing about this bill,
this defense authorization—and, Mr.
Chairman, it is why I am so grateful
for your leadership and the bipartisan
support that we had from the ranking
member, Mr. SMITH—is it makes a huge
down payment on the readiness that is
required to make sure that the force
we have remaining is not hollow, which
is critically important to the national
security of this country.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Chair,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chair, I
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
STEFANIK), the vice chairman of the
Subcommittee on Readiness.

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Chair, I am
proud of the bipartisan work of the
House Committee on Armed Services
on the FY17 National Defense Author-
ization Act.

This legislation takes important
steps to strengthen our defense capa-
bilities, and it gives our Armed Forces
the resources they need to keep us safe.
Importantly, this bill works to stop the
funding gaps that are harming our
military’s readiness, and it includes a
much-deserved pay raise for our troops.

This bill contains an important ini-
tiative to ensure our land forces will
not be depleted as well as including
some of my own initiatives—the cre-
ation of a DOD social media cell to
counter radical online recruitment and
maintain the edge in a 21st century
battlefield. It also includes the devel-
opment of joint directed energy capa-
bilities between the United States and
Israel.

I am proud to support this legisla-
tion, which passed in committee by a
bipartisan vote of 60-2, and I urge my
colleagues to vote in favor of this vital
bill on the floor.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Washington has 10 minutes remaining,
and the gentleman from Texas has 4
minutes remaining.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Chair,
I yield myself the balance of my time.

I want to reiterate some of the points
that were made during the debate in
the beginning of how important this
bill is.

We do have many national security
needs. I know you see the size of the
Department of Defense’s budget, and
there are certainly ways we can save
money. I think we have done that with
acquisition reform and with some of
the other reforms that are contained in
this bill.

It is also important to understand
the threats that we face in the world—
the continuing threat of terrorism and
the continuing threats from nations
like Russia, Iran, North Korea, and
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China. We need to be prepared to
counter those threats if we are going to
have a peaceful and stable world.

Nonetheless, I think we still have the
budget problem that I alluded to ear-
lier, and that is that we do not have
the money that we would like to have.
It is not just for defense; it is for a lot
of domestic priorities as well. In the
way this bill is set up, it creates the
possibility that we will take an addi-
tional $18 billion for defense.

How does that balance against our
other priorities?

We have to figure out how to make
our budget balance and meet the prior-
ities domestically while also meeting
the national security priorities because
our infrastructure is critical to our na-
tional security as well. We have to re-
main strong economically as a coun-
try.

In addition to that, it is not just the
Department of Defense that provides
for our security. There is the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, certainly,
in the intelligence budget; the Depart-
ment of Treasury; the Department of
Justice. A lot of pieces to that puzzle
are necessary, and they all get short-
changed if we don’t take into account
their needs as well.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chair, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

As usual, I largely agree with many
of the comments made by Mr. SMITH. 1
think he is exactly right when he dis-
cusses the many complex, dangerous
threats that face the United States at
this point. I think he is also right that
we all have to put the Federal budget—
but especially the military budget—on
a more stable, predictable footing. I ab-
solutely agree with him on those
points.

At the same time, we have an imme-
diate need, one in which lives are at
stake. Mr. Chair, let me just offer the
fact that the Air Force is currently
short 4,000 maintainers and more than
700 pilots.

Another fact: in fiscal year 2015, the
Navy had a backlog of 11 planes in
depot. In fiscal year 2017, they are
going to have 278 planes backlogged in
the Navy depots. Less than one-third of
the Army is now ready to meet the re-
quirements of the defense strategic
guidance.

We can’t just turn away and say: Oh,
we don’t like this budget approach, so
we are willing to live with all of those
problems.

We have to deal with them. That is
what this bill tries to do.

Mr. Chair, by the way, if we take
away the $18 billion that we try to put
to readiness issues, then a lot of the
things that the Members have asked
for go away.

I have before me, for example, a let-
ter that has been signed by a number of
House and Senate Members who ask for
new Black Hawks this year. The fact is
the President did not request any
Black Hawks in his budget request.
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Currently, too many of our military
folks are flying Black Hawks that were
made in 1979. They can’t get the parts
for them. They can’t even fly them in
a lot of the circumstances because of
the restrictions on these helicopters.
So we look to the Army’s unfunded re-
quirements’ list of the things they
would like to have had that were
stripped out by the administration, and
we put into this bill 36 new Black
Hawks. That is the way you deal with
a lot of these readiness problems, is
you replace the 1979 helicopter with a
2016 helicopter. We do that in this bill,
but if we take away the approach that
we have here to meet the readiness re-
quirements, all of those Black Hawks
g0 away.

I also have letters from Members who
ask for the third littoral combat ship.
We were only able to do that because of
the $18 billion. I have a letter signed by
a number of Members to increase the
U.S.-Israeli cooperative missile de-
fense. Again, if our approach is not
used, which some people on the other
side are critical of, that funding goes
away. It doesn’t just come out of the
air.

Mr. Chair, my point is we have an
immediate problem. This bill tries to
deal with the immediate problem that
is affecting the men and women who
serve our country today. Is it perfect?
Of course not, but I have yet to hear of
a better alternative that meets these
needs and can pass the House.

Mr. Chair, just to reiterate, the other
point is this is exactly the same ap-
proach that was used in the last admin-
istration. It is curious to me that some
people who wanted to give President
Obama a chance of a fresh look of the
deployments which he found when he
came into office now want to deny the
same possibility for the next President,
whoever he or she may be. We take ex-
actly the approach that was used under
Speaker PELOSI and Majority Leader
HARRY REID in 2008, and we apply it to
the next transition. I think that is
what makes sense because that is what
enables us to deal today with the readi-
ness problems that threaten our mili-
tary. I hope all Members will support
this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chair, | ask that
the following exchange of letters be submitted
on H.R. 4909:

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, April 28, 2016.
Hon. WILLIAM M. ‘“MAC”’ THORNBERRY,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN THORNBERRY: I write con-
cerning H.R. 4909, the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017, as
amended. There are certain provisions in the
legislation that fall within the Rule X juris-
diction of the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

However, in order to expedite this legisla-
tion for Floor consideration, the Committee
will forgo action on this bill. This, of course,
is conditional on our mutual understanding
that forgoing consideration of the bill does
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not prejudice the Committee with respect to
the appointment of conferees or to any fu-
ture jurisdictional claim over the subject
matters contained in the bill or similar leg-
islation that fall within the Committee’s
Rule X jurisdiction. I request you urge the
Speaker to name members of the Committee
to any conference committee named to con-
sider such provisions.

Please place a copy of this letter and your
response acknowledging our jurisdictional
interest into the committee report on H.R.
4909 and into the Congressional Record dur-
ing consideration of the measure on the
House floor.

Sincerely,
BILL SHUSTER,
Chairman.

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 3, 2016.
Hon. BILL SHUSTER,
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 4909, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017.
I agree that the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure has valid jurisdic-
tional claims to certain provisions in this
important legislation, and I am most appre-
ciative of your decision not to request a re-
ferral in the interest of expediting consider-
ation of the bill. I agree that by foregoing a
sequential referral, the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure is not waiving
its jurisdiction. Further, this exchange of
letters will be included in the committee re-
port on the bill.

Sincerely,
WILLIAM M. “MAC” THORNBERRY,
Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOV-
ERNMENT REFORM,

Washington, DC, April 28, 2016.
Hon. WILLIAM M. “MAC”’ THORNBERRY,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. THORNBERRY: I am writing to
you concerning the jurisdictional interest of
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform in matters being considered in
H.R. 4909, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2017.

Our committee recognizes the importance
of H.R. 4909 and the need for the legislation
to move expeditiously. Therefore, while we
have a valid claim to jurisdiction over the
bill, I do not intend to request a sequential
referral. This, of course, is conditional on
our mutual understanding that nothing in
this legislation or my decision to forego a se-
quential referral waives, reduces, or other-
wise affects the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form, and that a copy of this letter and your
response acknowledging our jurisdictional
interest will be included in the Committee
Report and as part of the Congressional
Record during consideration of this bill by
the House.

The Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform also asks that you support our
request to be conferees on the provisions
over which we have jurisdiction during any
House-Senate conference.

Thank you for your consideration in this
matter.
Sincerely,
JASON CHAFFETZ,
Chairman.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
Washington, DC, May 3, 2016.

Hon. JASON CHAFFETZ,

Chairman, Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 4909, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017.
I agree that the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform has valid jurisdictional
claims to certain provisions in this impor-
tant legislation, and I am most appreciative
of your decision not to request a referral in
the interest of expediting consideration of
the bill. I agree that by foregoing a sequen-
tial referral, the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform is not waiving its
jurisdiction. Further, this exchange of let-
ters will be included in the committee report
on the bill.

Sincerely,
WILLIAM M. “MAC”’ THORNBERRY,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND
TECHNOLOGY,
Washington, DC, April 28, 2016.

HON. WILLIAM M. “MAC”’ THORNBERRY,

Chairman, Committee on Armed Services,

House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing con-
cerning H.R. 4909, the ‘‘National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017, which
your Committee ordered reported on April
28, 2016.

H.R. 4909 contains provisions within the
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology’s Rule X jurisdiction. As a result of
your having consulted with the Committee
and in order to expedite this bill for floor
consideration, the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology will forego action on
the bill. This is being done on the basis of
our mutual understanding that doing so will
in no way diminish or alter the jurisdiction
of the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology with respect to the appointment
of conferees, or to any future jurisdictional
claim over the subject matters contained in
the bill or similar legislation.

I would appreciate your response to this
letter confirming this understanding, and
would request that you include a copy of this
letter and your response in the Congres-
sional Record during the floor consideration
of this bill. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation.

Sincerely,
LAMAR SMITH,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
Washington, DC, May 3, 2016.

Hon. LAMAR SMITH,

Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 4909, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017.
I agree that the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology has valid jurisdic-
tional claims to certain provisions in this
important legislation, and I am most appre-
ciative of your decision not to request a re-
ferral in the interest of expediting consider-
ation of the bill. I agree that by foregoing a
sequential referral, the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology is not
waiving its jurisdiction. Further, this ex-
change of letters will be included in the com-
mittee report on the bill.

Sincerely,
WILLIAM M. “MAC”’ THORNBERRY,
Chairman.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS,
Washington, DC, April 28, 2016.
Hon. WILLIAM M. “MAC”’ THORNBERRY,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN THORNBERRY: I am writing
to you concerning the bill H.R. 4909, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2017. There are certain provisions in the
legislation which fall within the jurisdiction
of the Committee on Small Business pursu-
ant to Rule X(q) of the House of Representa-
tives.

In the interest of permitting the Com-
mittee on Armed Services to proceed expedi-
tiously to floor consideration of this impor-
tant bill, I am willing to waive the right of
the Committee on Small Business to sequen-
tial referral. I do so with the understanding
that by waiving consideration of the bill, the
Committee on Small Business does not waive
any future jurisdictional claim over the sub-
ject matters contained in the bill which fall
within its Rule X(q) jurisdiction, including
future bills that the Committee on Armed
Services will consider.

I request that you urge the Speaker to ap-
point members of this Committee to any
conference committee which is named to
consider such provisions. Please place this
letter into the committee report on H.R. 4909
and into the Congressional Record during
consideration of the measure on the House
floor.

Thank you for the cooperative spirit in
which you have worked regarding this issue
and others between our respective commit-
tees. If you have any questions, please con-
tact Jan Oliver, Chief Counsel to the Com-
mittee.

Sincerely,
STEVE CHABOT,
Chairman.
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 3, 2016.
Hon. STEVE CHABOT,
Chairman, Committee on Small Business, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 4909, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017.
I agree that the Committee on Small Busi-
ness has valid jurisdictional claims to cer-
tain provisions in this important legislation,
and I am most appreciative of your decision
not to request a referral in the interest of ex-
pediting consideration of the bill. I agree
that by foregoing a sequential referral, the
Committee on Small Business is not waiving
its jurisdiction. Further, this exchange of
letters will be included in the committee re-
port on the bill.

Sincerely,
WILLIAM M. “MAC” THORNBERRY,
Chairman.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, | rise to
speak on House consideration of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2017.

| thank Chairman THORNBERRY and Ranking
Member SMITH and the Armed Services Com-
mittee for their work on the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015.

As a senior member of the House Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, | take our role
in Congress as stewards of our nation’s secu-
rity seriously.

| offer my thanks and appreciation to the
men and women of the armed services who
place themselves in harm’s way each day for
the safety and security of our nation’s people.

The National Defense Authorization Act's
purpose is to address the threats our nation
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must deal with not just today, but into the fu-
ture. This makes our work vital to our national
interest and it should reflect our strong com-
mitment to ensure that the men and women of
our Armed Services receive the benefits and
support that they deserve for their faithful
service.

This is the 54th consecutive National De-
fense Authorization Act, which speaks to the
long term commitment of the Congress and
successive Administrations to provide for Na-
tional Defense.

This bill encompasses a number of initia-
tives designed to confront the military chal-
lenges posed by violent extremism, terrorists
engaging in ground wars, making more effi-
cient the work of protecting America, address-
es the medical health needs of men and
women in the armed services, and extends
economic and education opportunity to small
minority and women owned businesses.

We do live in a dangerous world, where
threats are not always easily identifiable, and
our enemies are not bound by borders.

Boko Haram, ISIL, and Al Shabaab remind
us of how fragile our nation’s security could be
without a well trained and equipped military.

| appreciate the House Armed Services
Committee’s continued support of our national
defense and support a number of provisions in
H.R. 1735, the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year (FY) 2016, such as authori-
ties that support ongoing operations.

The Administration also appreciates much of
the work of the committee, but is expressing
strong objections because the bill: Redirects
$18 billion in funding intended for use in de-
feating ISIL to base budget programs; Extends
operations at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba; In-
creases costs of the TRICARE administration;
Prohibits the retiring or inactivation of Ticon-
deroga-Class cruisers or dock landing ships;
Reduces by $250 million the Counterterrorism
Partnership Fund; Bars the administration from
making sure that companies that break United
States labor laws are not rewarded; Prohibi-
tion on the use of funds for Countering Weap-
ons of Mass Production; and Eliminates for
the Department of Defense’s Joint Urgent
Operational Needs Fund.

Although the Administration points out areas
of agreement with the Committee, the Admin-
istration strongly objects to several provisions
in the bill.

The opportunity to amend the bill will offer
an opportunity to address these and other Ad-
ministration concerns that will improve the bill.

Congress should authorize sufficient funding
for our military’s priorities, and avoid using the
Overseas Contingency Operations (OCO)
funding in ways that leaders of both parties
over the years have made clear is inappro-
priate.

The final bill considered by the Congress
should adopt many of the needed force struc-
ture and weapons system reforms that have
been identified by military leaders and experts.

As written the President’'s senior advisors
would recommend that he veto this bill.

It is my hope that the Rules Committee will
make in order a number of perfecting amend-
ments for consideration under the Rule for
H.R. 4909.

| have amendments that have been offered
for consideration of H.R. 4909.

Let me discuss briefly the amendments | of-
fered that were adopted by the House and in-
cluded in the final version of the bill.
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Jackson Lee Amendment Number 1 calls for
increased collaboration with NIH to combat
Triple Negative Breast Cancer.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 2 pro-
vides authorization for $2.5 million increase in
funding to combat post-traumatic stress dis-
order (PTSD).

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 3 con-
demns the actions of Boko Haram and urges
the Commander-in-Chief to ensure account-
ability for crimes against humanity committed
by Boko Haram against the Nigerian people.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 4 author-
izes the Secretary of Defense to work with
local security partners in facilitating the provi-
sion of security at civilian nuclear research
centers in educational institutions to ascertain
that nuclear weapons do not end up in the
hands of terrorists, in promotion of the United
States’ and its allies’ security interests.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 5 author-
izes the Secretary of Defense to work with
local and international security partners,
innovators, law enforcement, and other civil
society organizations in the provision of tech-
nical assistance for the creation, facilitation
and implementation of a technological app de-
signed to enable the location, protection and
tracking of missing persons, refugees, return-
ees and internally displaced persons.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 6 directs
Secretary of the Navy to submit report to Con-
gress on the feasibility of applying desaliniza-
tion technologies to provide drought relief in
areas impacted by sharp declines in water
availability for both military as well as civilian
purposes.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 7 author-
izes the Secretary of Defense to provide tech-
nical assistance to local and international se-
curity partners in the provision of security and
protection for activists and civil society organi-
zations advocating for and promoting freedom
of religion, education, press expression and
personal expression.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 8 directs
Secretary of Defense to conduct study and
submit to Congress report regarding the
awarding of secret and top secret security
clearances to better understand the process
for awarding clearances in effective and fair.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 9 re-
quires outreach for small business concerns
owned and controlled by women and minori-
ties required before conversation of certain
functions to contractor performance.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 10 ex-
presses the sense of Congress regarding the
importance of increasing the effectiveness of
the Northern Command (“NORTHCOM”) in
fulfilling its critical mission of protecting the
U.S. homeland in event of war and to provide
support to local, state, and federal authorities
in times of national emergency.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 11 re-
quires the Government Accountability Office to
include in its annual report to Congress a list
of the most common grounds for sustaining
protests related to bids for contracts.

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 12 directs
the Secretary of Defense to report to Con-
gress on the Department’s ability to support
the rapid development, production and deploy-
ment of vaccines or treatments of emerging
tropical diseases, like the Zika and Ebola vi-
ruses, to protect the men and women of the
armed forces and their families.

We must continue to direct our efforts as a
body to ensure that our troops remain the best
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equipped and prepared military force in the
world. They are not just soldiers they are sons
and daughters, husbands and wives, brothers
and sisters—they are some of the people we
represent as members of Congress.

Support of our men and women in uniform
is a sacred obligation of Congress both to
those who are at risk on battle fields and serv-
ing as the guard against threats around the
world, but they are also those who have re-
turned home from war.

| look forward to the inclusion of the Jack-
son Lee Amendments and others that will im-
prove the underlying bill.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

In lieu of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on Armed Services,
printed in the bill, an amendment in
the nature of a substitute, consisting
of the text of Rules Committee print
114-51, modified by the amendment
printed in part A of House Report 114-
569, shall be considered as adopted.

The bill, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as the original bill for the purpose
of further amendment under the 5-
minute rule and shall be considered as
read.

The text of the bill, as amended, is as
follows:

H.R. 4909

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017°.
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;

TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DIVISIONS.—This Act is organized into five
divisions as follows:

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-
thorizations.

(2) Division B—Military Construction Author-
izations.

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-
tional Security Authorizations and Other Au-
thorizations.

(4) Division D—Funding Tables.

(5) Division E—Military Justice.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title.
Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; table
of contents.

Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees.
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE —PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

111. Multiyear procurement authority for
AH-64E Apache helicopters.

Multiyear procurement authority for
UH-60M and HH-60M Black
Hawk helicopters.

Assessment of certain capabilities of
the Department of the Army.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

Procurement authority for aircraft
carrier programs.

Sense of Congress on aircraft carrier
procurement schedules.

Design and construction of LHA re-
placement ship designated LHA 8.

Sec.

Sec. 112.

Sec. 113.

Sec. 121.

Sec. 122.

Sec. 123.
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Sec. 124. Design and construction of replace-
ment dock landing ship des-
ignated LX(R) or amphibious
transport dock designated LPD-
29.

125. Ship to shore connector program.

126. Limitation on availability of funds for
Littoral Combat Ship or successor
frigate.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

131. Elimination of annual report on air-
craft inventory.

Repeal of requirement to preserve cer-
tain retired C-5 aircraft.

Repeal of requirement to preserve cer-
tain retired F-117 aircraft.

Prohibition on availability of funds
for retirement of A-10 aircraft.

Prohibition on availability of funds
for retirement of Joint Surveil-
lance Target Attack Radar System
aircraft.

Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and
Multiservice Matters

141. Termination of quarterly reporting on
use of combat mission require-
ments funds.

142. Fire suppressant and fuel containment
standards for certain vehicles.

143. Report on Department of Defense mu-
nitions strategy for the combatant
commands.

144. Comptroller General review of F-35
Lightning II aircraft sustainment
support.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements, Restrictions,

and Limitations

211. Laboratory quality enhancement pro-
gram.

Mechanisms to provide funds for de-
fense laboratories for research
and development of technologies
for military missions.

Notification requirement for certain
rapid prototyping, experimen-
tation, and demonstration activi-
ties.

Improved biosafety for handling of se-
lect agents and toxins.

Modernization of security clearance
information technology architec-
ture.

Prohibition on availability of funds
for countering weapons of mass
destruction system Constellation.

Limitation on availability of funds for
Defense Innovation Unit Experi-
mental.

Limitation on availability of funds for
Tactical Combat Training System
Increment I1.

Restructuring of the distributed com-
mon ground system of the Army.

Designation of Department of Defense
senior official with principal re-
sponsibility for directed energy
weapons.

Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters

231. Strategy for assured access to trusted
microelectronics.

232. Pilot program on evaluation of com-
mercial information technology.

233. Pilot program for the enhancement of
the laboratories and test and eval-
uation centers of the Department
of Defense.

234. Pilot program on modernization of
electromagnetic spectrum warfare
systems and electronic warfare
systems.

235. Independent review of F/A-18 physio-
logical episodes and corrective ac-
tions.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec. 132.
Sec. 133.
Sec. 134.

Sec. 135.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec. 212.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.

Sec. 220.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 236. Study on helicopter crash prevention
and mitigation technology.

Sec. 237. Report on electronic warfare capabili-
ties.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 301. Authorization of appropriations.
Subtitle B—Energy and Environment

Sec. 311. Rule of construction regarding alter-
native fuel procurement require-
ment.

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment

321. Pilot program for inclusion of certain
industrial plants in the Armament
Retooling and Manufacturing
Support Initiative.

Private sector port loading assessment.

Limitation on availability of funds for
Defense Contract Management
Agency.

Subtitle D—Reports

Modification of annual Department of
Defense energy management re-
ports.

Report on equipment purchased from
foreign entities and authority to
adjust Army arsenal labor rates.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

341. Explosive Ordnance Disposal Corps.

. Explosive ordnance disposal program.

343. Expansion of definition of structures
interfering with air commerce and
national defense.

Development of personal protective
equipment for female Marines and
soldiers.

Study on space-available travel system
of the Department of Defense.
Supply of specialty motors from cer-

tain manufacturers.

Limitation on use of certain funds
until establishment and implemen-
tation of required process by
which members of the Armed
Forces may carry appropriate
firearms on military installations.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces

401. End strengths for active forces.
402. Revisions in permanent active duty
end strength minimum levels.
Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.
End strengths for reserves on active
duty in support of the reserves.
End strengths for military technicians

(dual status).

Fiscal year 2017 limitation on number
of non-dual status technicians.
Maximum number of reserve personnel

authorized to be on active duty
for operational support.
Sec. 416. Sense of Congress on full-time support
for the Army National Guard.
Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 421. Military personnel.
TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
Sec. 501. Number of Marine Corps general offi-
cers.
Sec. 502. Equal consideration of officers for
early retirement or discharge.
Sec. 503. Modification of authority to drop from
rolls a commissioned officer.
Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management
Sec. 511. Extension of removal of restrictions on
the transfer of officers between
the active and inactive National
Guard.

Sec.

322.
323.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 331.

Sec. 332.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 344.

Sec. 345.

Sec. 346.

Sec. 347.

Sec.
Sec.

411.
412.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 413.
Sec. 414.

Sec. 415.
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Sec. 512. Extension of temporary authority to
use Air Force reserve component
personnel to provide training and
instruction regarding pilot train-
ing.

513. Limitations on ordering Selected Re-
serve to active duty for
preplanned missions in support of
the combatant commands.

514. Exemption of military technicians
(dual status) from civilian em-
ployee furloughs.

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities

521. Technical correction to annual au-
thorization for personnel
strengths.

Entitlement to leave for adoption of
child by dual military couples.
Revision of deployability rating system

and planning reform.

Expansion of authority to execute cer-
tain military instruments.

Technical correction to voluntary sep-
aration pay and benefits.

Annual mnotice to members of the
Armed Forces regarding child cus-
tody protections guaranteed by
the Servicemembers Civil Relief
Act.

Pilot program on consolidated Army
recruiting.

Application of military selective serv-
ice registration and conscription
requirements to female citizens
and residents of the United States
between the ages of 18 and 26.

529. Parental leave for members of the

Armed Forces.

Subtitle D—Military Justice, Including Sexual
Assault and Domestic Violence Prevention
and Response

Sec. 541. Ezxpedited reporting of child abuse and
neglect to State Child Protective
Services.

Ezxtension of the requirement for an-
nual report regarding sexual as-
saults and coordination with re-
lease of family advocacy report.

Requirement for annual family advo-
cacy program report regarding
child abuse and domestic violence.

Improved Department of Defense pre-
vention of and response to hazing
in the Armed Forces.

Burdens of proof applicable to inves-
tigations and reviews related to
protected communications of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and pro-
hibited retaliatory actions.

Sec. 546. Improved investigation of allegations

of professional retaliation.
Subtitle E—Member Education, Training, and
Transition

Revision to quality assurance of cer-
tification programs and stand-
ards.

Establishment of ROTC cyber insti-
tutes at senior military colleges.

Military-to-mariner transition.

Employment authority for civilian fac-
ulty at certain military depart-
ment schools.

Revision of name on military service
record to reflect change in name
of a member of the Army, Navy,
Air Force, or Marine Corps, after
separation  from the  Armed
Forces.

Direct employment pilot program for
members of the National Guard
and Reserve.

Prohibition on establishment, mainte-
nance, or support of Senior Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps
units at educational institutions
that display Confederate battle
flag.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 522.

Sec. 523.
Sec. 524.
Sec. 525.

Sec. 526.

Sec. 527.

Sec. 528.

Sec.

Sec. 542.

Sec. 543.

Sec. 544.

Sec. 545.

Sec. 561.

Sec. 562.

563.
564.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 565.

Sec.

566.

Sec. 567.
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Subtitle F—Defense Dependents’ Education and
Military Family Readiness Matters

Sec. 571. Continuation of authority to assist
local educational agencies that
benefit dependents of members of
the Armed Forces and Department
of Defense civilian employees.

Sec. 572. Support for programs providing camp
experience for children of military
families.

Subtitle G—Decorations and Awards

Sec. 581. Review regarding award of Medal of
Honor to certain Asian American
and Native American Pacific Is-
lander war veterans.

Sec. 582. Authorization for award of medals for
acts of valor.

Sec. 583. Authorization for award of the Medal
of Honor to Gary M. Rose for acts
of valor during the Vietnam War.

Sec. 584. Authorication for award of the Medal
of Honor to Charles S. Kettles for
acts of valor during the Vietnam
War.

Subtitle H—Miscellaneous Reports and Other
Matters

Sec. 591. Burial of cremated remains in Arling-
ton National Cemetery of certain
persons whose service is deemed to
be active service.

Representation from members of the
Armed Forces on boards, councils,
and committees making rec-
ommendations relating to military
personnel issues.

Body mass index test.

Preseparation counseling regarding
options for donating brain tissue
at time of death for research.

Recognition of the expanded service
opportunities available to female
members of the Armed Forces and
the long service of women in the
Armed Forces.

Sense of Congress regarding plight of
male victims of military sexual
trauma.

Sense of Congress regarding section
504 of title 10, United States Code,
on existing authority of the De-
partment of Defense to enlist indi-
viduals, not otherwise eligible for
enlistment, whose enlistment is
vital to the national interest.

Protection of Second Amendment
Rights of Military Families.

599. Pilot program on advanced technology

for alcohol abuse prevention.
TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

Sec. 601. Annual adjustment of monthly basic
pay.

Sec. 602. Extension of authority to provide tem-
porary increase in rates of basic
allowance for housing under cer-
tain circumstances.

Sec. 603. Prohibition on per diem allowance re-
ductions based on the duration of
temporary duty assignment or ci-
vilian travel .

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and Incentive
Pays

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain bonus
and special pay authorities for re-
serve forces.

Sec. 612. One-year extension of certain bonus
and special pay authorities for
health care professionals.

Sec. 613. One-year extension of special pay and
bonus authorities for nuclear offi-
cers.

Sec. 614. One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to title 37 consolidated spe-
cial pay, incentive pay, and
bonus authorities.

Sec. 592.

Sec. 593.
Sec. 594.

Sec. 595.

Sec. 596.

Sec. 597.

Sec. 598.

Sec.
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Sec. 615. One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to payment of other title 37
bonuses and special pays.

616. Increase in maximum amount of avia-
tion special pays for flying duty.

617. Conforming amendment to consolida-
tion of special pay, incentive pay,
and bonus authorities.

618. Technical and clerical amendments re-
lating to 2008 consolidation of cer-
tain special pay authorities.

619. Combat-related special compensation
coordinating amendment.

Subtitle C—Disability, Retired Pay, and

Survivor Benefits

621. Separation determinations for members
participating in Thrift Savings
Plan.

622. Continuation pay for full Thrift Sav-
ings Plan members who have com-
pleted 8 to 12 years of service.

623. Special survivor indemnity allowance.

624. Equal benefits under Survivor Benefit
Plan for survivors of reserve com-
ponent members who die in the
line of duty during inactive-duty
training.

625. Use of member’s current pay grade
and years of service, rather than
final retirement pay grade and
years of service, in a division of
property involving disposable re-
tired pay.

Subtitle D—Commissary and Nonappropriated
Fund Instrumentality Benefits and Operations
Sec. 631. Protection and enhancement of access

to and savings at commissaries
and exchanges.
Subtitle E—Travel and Transportation
Allowances and Other Matters

Sec. 641. Maximum reimbursement amount for
travel expenses of members of the
Reserves attending inactive duty
training outside of normal com-
muting distances.

Sec. 642. Statute of limitations on Department
of Defense recovery of amounts
owed to the United States by
members of the uniformed serv-
ices, including retired and former
members.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Reform of TRICARE and Military

Health System

TRICARE  Preferred
TRICARE reform.

Reform of administration of the De-
fense Health Agency and military
medical treatment facilities.

Military medical treatment facilities.

Access to urgent care under TRICARE
program.

Access to primary care clinics at mili-
tary medical treatment facilities.

Incentives for wvalue-based health
under TRICARE program.

Improvements to military-civilian part-
nerships to increase access to
health care and readiness.

Joint Trauma System.

Joint Trauma Education and Training
Directorate.

Improvements to access to health care
in military medical treatment fa-
cilities.

Adoption of core quality performance
metrics.

Study on improving continuity of
health care coverage for Reserve
Components.

Subtitle B—Other Health Care Benefits

721. Provision of hearing aids to depend-
ents of retired members.

722. Extended TRICARE program coverage
for certain members of the Na-
tional Guard and dependents dur-
ing certain disaster response duty.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 701. and  other

Sec. 702.

703.
704.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 705.

Sec. 706.

Sec. 707.

708.
709.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 710.

Sec. 711.

Sec. 712.

Sec.

Sec.
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Subtitle C—Health Care Administration

731. Prospective payment of funds nec-
essary to provide medical care for
the Coast Guard.

Subtitle D—Reports and Other Matters

741. Mental health resources for members
of the military services at high
risk of suicide.

742. Research of  chronic
encephalopathy.
Active oscillating negative pressure

treatment.

Long-term study on health of heli-
copter and tiltrotor pilots.

Pilot program for prescription drug ac-
quisition cost parity in the
TRICARE pharmacy benefits pro-
gram.

Study on display of wait times at ur-
gent care clinics, pharmacies, and
emergency rooms of military med-
ical treatment facilities.

Report on feasibility of including acu-
puncture and chiropractic services
for retirees under TRICARE pro-
gram.

748. Clarification of submission of reports
on longitudinal study on trau-
matic brain injury.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-

SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Amendments to General Contracting
Authorities, Procedures, and Limitations

Sec. 801. Revision to authorities relating to De-
partment of Defense Test Re-
source Management Center.

Amendments to restrictions on
undefinitized contractual actions.

Revision to requirements relating to
inventory method for Department
of Defense contracts for services.

Procurement of personal protective
equipment.

Revision to effective date of senior ex-
ecutive benchmark compensation
for allowable cost limitations.

Amendments related to detection and
avoidance of counterfeit elec-
tronic parts.

Amendments to special emergency pro-
curement authority.

Compliance with domestic source re-
quirements for footwear furnished
to enlisted members of the Armed
Forces upon their initial entry
into the Armed Forces.

Requirement for policies and standard
checklist in procurement of serv-
ices.

810. Extension of limitation on aggregate
annual amount available for con-
tract services.

Subtitle B—Provisions Relating to Major

Defense Acquisition Programs
Sec. 811. Change in date of submission to Con-
gress of Selected Acquisition Re-
ports.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. traumatic

Sec. 743.
Sec. 744.

Sec. 745.

Sec. 746.

Sec. 747.

Sec.

Sec. 802.

Sec. 803.

Sec. 804.

Sec. 805.

Sec. 806.

Sec. 807.

Sec. 808.

Sec. 809.

Sec.

Sec. 812. Amendments relating to independent
cost estimation and cost analysis.

Sec. 813. Revisions to Milestone B determina-
tions.

Sec. 814. Review and report on sustainment
planning in the acquisition proc-
ess.

Sec. 815. Revision to distribution of annual re-
port on operational test and eval-
uation.

Subtitle C—Provisions Relating to Commercial
Items

Sec. 821. Revision to definition of commercial

item.

Sec. 822. Market research for determination of
price reasonableness in acquisi-
tion of commercial items.
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Sec. 823. Value analysis for the determination
of price reasonableness.

824. Clarification of requirements relating
to commercial item determina-
tions.

Pilot program for authority to acquire
innovative commercial items using
general solicitation competitive

procedures.
Subtitle D—Other Matters

Review and report on the bid protest
process.

Review and report on indefinite deliv-
ery contracts.

Review and report on contractual
flow-down provisions.

Review of anti-competitive specifica-
tions in information technology
acquisitions.

Coast Guard major acquisition pro-
grams.

Waiver of congressional mnotification
for acquisition of tactical missiles
and munitions greater than quan-
tity specified in law.

Closeout of old Department of the
Navy contracts.

Requirement that certain ship compo-
nents be manufactured in the na-
tional technology and industrial
base.

Department of Defense Acquisition
Workforce Development Fund de-
termination adjustment.

Amendment to prohibition on perform-
ance of non-defense audits by De-
fense Contract Audit Agency to
exempt audits for National Nu-
clear Security Administration.

Selection of service providers for au-
diting services and audit readi-
ness services.

Modifications to the justification and
approval process for certain sole-
source contracts for small busi-
ness concerns.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Subtitle A—Goldwater-Nichols Reform

901. Sense of Congress on Goldwater-Nich-
ols Reform.

Repeal of Defense Strategy Review.
Commission on the National Defense
Strategy for the United States.
Reform of defense strategic and policy

guidance.

Reform of the national military strat-
egy.

Modification to independent study of
national security strategy formu-
lation process.

Term of office for the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff.

Responsibilities of the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff relating to
operations.

Assigned forces within the continental
United States.

Reduction in general officer and flag
officer grades and positions.

Establishment of wunified combatant
command for cyber operations.

Revision of requirements relating to
length of joint duty assignments.

Revision of definitions used for joint
officer management.

Independent assessment of combatant
command structure.

Subtitle B—Other Matters
Modifications to corrosion report.
Authority to employ civilian faculty

members at Joint Special Oper-
ations University.

Guidelines for conversion of functions
performed by civilian or con-
tractor persomnel to performance
by military personnel.

Sec.

Sec. 825.

Sec. 831.

Sec. 832.
Sec. 833.

Sec. 834.

Sec. 835.

Sec. 836.

Sec. 837.

Sec. 838.

Sec. 839.

Sec. 840.

Sec. 841.

Sec. 842.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

902.
903.
Sec. 904.

Sec. 905.

Sec. 906.

Sec. 907.

Sec. 908.

Sec. 909.

Sec. 910.

Sec. 911.

Sec. 912.
Sec. 913.

Sec. 914.

921.
922.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 923.

Sec

Sec

. 924. Public release by Inspectors General of
reports of misconduct.

. 925. Modifications to requirements for ac-
counting for members of the
Armed Forces and Department of
Defense civilian employees listed
as missing.

Subtitle C—Department of the Navy and Marine

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec

Sec

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Corps

931. Redesignation of the Department of
the Navy as the Department of
the Navy and Marine Corps.

932. Conforming amendments to title 10,
United States Code.

933. Other provisions of law and other ref-
erences.

934. Effective date.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

1001. General transfer authority.

1002. Requirement to transfer funds from
Department of Defense Acquisi-
tion Workforce Development Fund
to the Treasury.

Subtitle B—Counter-Drug Activities

1011. Extension of authority to provide ad-
ditional support for counter-drug
activities of foreign governments.

1012. Secretary of Defense review of cur-
ricula and program structures of
National Guard counterdrug
schools.

. 1013. Extension of authority to support
unified counterdrug and counter-
terrorism campaign in Colombia.

Subtitle C—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

. 1021. Definition of short-term work with

respect to overhaul, repair, or
maintenance of naval vessels.
1022. Warranty requirements for ship-

building contracts.
1023. National Sea-Based Deterrence Fund.
1024. Availability of funds for retirement or
inactivation of Ticonderoga-class
cruisers or dock landing ships.
1025. Restrictions on the overhaul and re-
pair of wvessels in foreign ship-
yards.
Subtitle D—Counterterrorism

1031. Frequency of counterterrorism oper-

ations briefings.

1032. Prohibition on use of funds for trans-
fer or release of individuals de-
tained at United States Naval
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba
to the United States.

Prohibition on use of funds to con-
struct or modify facilities in the
United States to house detainees
transferred from United States
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba.

Prohibition on use of funds for trans-
fer or release to certain countries
of individuals detained at United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba.

Prohibition on use of funds for re-
alignment of forces at or closure
of United States Naval Station,
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Modification of congressional notifi-
cation of sensitive military oper-
ations.

Comprehensive strategy for detention
of certain individuals.

1033.

1034.

1035.

1036.

1037.

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous Authorities and

Sec

Sec

Limitations

. 1041. Expanded authority for transpor-
tation by the Department of De-
fense of mon-Department of De-
fense personnel and cargo.

. 1042. Limitation on retirement, deactiva-
tion, or decommissioning of mine
countermeasures ships.
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Sec

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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. 1043. Extension of authority of Secretary of
Transportation to issue non-pre-
mium aviation insurance.

. 1044. Evaluation of Navy alternate com-
bination cover and umniser com-
bination cover.

1045. Department of Defense protection of
national security spectrum.

1046. Transportation on military aircraft
on a space-available basis for
members and former members of
the Armed Forces with disabilities
rated as total.

1047. National Guard flyovers of public
events.

Subtitle F—Studies and Reports

1061. Temporary continuation of certain
Department of Defense reporting
requirements.

Matters for inclusion in report on
designation of countries for which
rewards may be paid under De-
partment of Defense rewards pro-
gram.

Congressional notification of biologi-
cal select agent and toxin theft,
loss, or release involving the De-
partment of Defense.

Report on service-provided support to
United States special operations
forces.

Report on citizen security responsibil-
ities in the Northern Triangle of
Central America.

Report on counterproliferation activi-
ties and programs.

Inclusion of ballistic missile defense
information in annual report on
requirements of combatant com-
mands.

Reviews by Department of Defense
concerning national security use
of spectrum.

Annual report on personnel, training,
and equipment requirements for
the mnon-Federalized  National
Guard to support civilian authori-
ties in prevention and response to
domestic disasters.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

Technical and clerical amendments.

Modification to support for non-Fed-
eral development and testing of
material for chemical agent de-
fense.

Increase in maximum amount avail-
able for equipment, services, and
supplies provided for humani-
tarian demining assistance.

Liquidation of unpaid credits accrued
as a result of transactions under a
cross-servicing agreement.

Clarification of contracts covered by
airlift service provision.

National biodefense strategy.

Global Cultural Knowledge Network.

Modification of requirements relating
to management of military techni-
cians.

Sense of Congress regarding Con-
necticut’s Submarine Century.
LNG permitting certainty and trans-

parency.

Sense of Congress regarding the re-
porting of the MV-22 mishap in
Marana, Aricona, on April 8,
2000.

Transfer of surplus firearms to cor-
poration for the promotion of rifle
practice and firearms safety.

Sense of Congress regarding the im-
portance of Panama City, Flor-
ida, to the history and future of
the armed forces.

Protections relating to civil rights
and disabilities.

1062.

1063.

1064.

1065.

1066.

1067.

1068.

1069.

1081.
1082.

1083.

1084.

1085.

1086.

1087.
1088.

1089.

1090.

1091.

1092.

1093.

1094.
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Sec. 1095. Nonapplicability of certain erecutive
order to Department of Defense
and National Nuclear Security
Administration.

Sec. 1096. Determination and disclosure of
transportation costs incurred by
Secretary of Defense for congres-
sional trips outside the United
States.

Sec. 1097. Waiver of certain polygraph exam-
ination requirements.

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL MATTERS

Sec. 1101. Temporary direct hire authority for
domestic defense industrial base
facilities and the Major Range
and Test Facilities Base.

Temporary personnel flexibilities for
domestic defense industrial base
facilities and Major Range and
Test Facilities Base civilian per-
sonnel.

One-year extension of temporary au-
thority to grant allowances, bene-
fits, and gratuities to civilian per-
sonnel on official duty in a com-
bat zone.

Advance payments for employees re-
locating within the United States
and its territories.

Permanent authority for alternative
personnel program for scientific
and technical personnel.

Modification to information tech-
nology personnel exchange pro-
gram.

Treatment of certain localities for
calculation of per diem allow-
ances.

Eligibility of employees in a time-lim-
ited appointment to compete for a
permanent appointment at any
Federal agency.

Limitation on administrative leave.

Record of investigation of personnel
action in separated employee’s of-
ficial personnel file.

Review of official personnel file of
former Federal employees before
rehiring.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO

FOREIGN NATIONS

Subtitle A—Assistance and Training

1201. One-year extension of logistical sup-
port for coalition forces sup-
porting certain United States mili-
tary operations.

1202. Extension of authority for training of
general purpose forces of the
United States Armed Forces with
military and other security forces
of friendly foreign countries.

1203. Modification and extension of au-
thority to conduct activities to en-
hance the capability of foreign
countries to respond to incidents
involving weapons of mass de-
struction.

1204. Extension of authority for support of
special operations to combat ter-
rorism.

1205. Modification and codification of re-
porting requirements relating to
security cooperation authorities.

Sec. 1206. Independent assessment of Depart-

ment of Defense security coopera-

tion programs.

Subtitle B—Matters Relating to Afghanistan
and Pakistan

Sec. 1211. Extension and modification of Com-
manders’ Emergency Response
Program.

Sec. 1212. Extension and modification of au-
thority for reimbursement of cer-
tain coalition nations for support
provided to United States military
operations.

Sec. 1102.

Sec. 1103.

Sec. 1104.

Sec. 1105.
Sec. 1106.
Sec. 1107.

Sec. 1108.

Sec.
Sec.

1109.
1110.

Sec. 1111.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 1213. Extension of authority to acquire
products and services produced in
countries along a major route of
supply to Afghanistan.

Sec. 1214. Extension of authority to transfer de-
fense articles and provide defense
services to the military and secu-
rity forces of Afghanistan.

Sec. 1215. Sense of Congress on United States
policy and strategy in Afghani-
stan.

Sec. 1216. Special immigrant status for certain
Afghans.

Subtitle C—Matters Relating to Syria and Iraq

Sec. 1221. Modification and extension of au-
thority to provide assistance to
the vetted Syrian opposition.

Modification and extension of au-
thority to provide assistance to
counter the Islamic State of Iraq
and the Levant.

Ezxtension and modification of au-
thority to support operations and
activities of the Office of Security
Cooperation in Iraq.

Report on prevention of future ter-
rorist organizations in Iraq and
Syria.

Semiannual report on integration of
political and military strategies
against ISIL.

Subtitle D—Matters Relating to the Russian
Federation

Limitation on use of funds to approve
or otherwise permit approval of
certain requests by Russian Fed-
eration under Open Skies Treaty.

Military response options to Russian
Federation violation of INF Trea-
ty.

Limitation on military cooperation
between the United States and the
Russian Federation.

Statement of policy on United States
efforts in Europe to reassure
United States partners and allies
and deter aggression by the Gov-
ermment of the Russian Federa-
tion.

Modification of Ukraine security as-
sistance initiative.

Prohibition on availability of funds
relating to sovereignty of the Rus-
sian Federation over Crimea.

Modification and extension of report
on military assistance to Ukraine.

Additional matters in annual report
on military and security develop-
ments involving the Russian Fed-
eration.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Sense of Congress on malign activities
of the Government of Iran.

Modification of annual report on
military and security develop-
ments involving the People’s Re-
public of China.

Sense of Congress on trilateral co-
operation between Japan, South
Korea, and the United States.

Sense of Congress on cooperation be-
tween Singapore and the United
States.

Monitoring and evaluation of over-
seas humanitarian, disaster, and
civic aid programs of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

Enhancement of interagency support
during contingency operations
and transition periods.

Two-year extension and modification
of authorization of non-conven-
tional assisted recovery capabili-
ties.

Sec. 1222.

Sec. 1223.

Sec. 1224.

Sec. 1225.

Sec. 1231.

Sec. 1232.

Sec. 1233.

Sec. 1234.

Sec. 1235.

Sec. 1236.

Sec. 1237.

Sec. 1238.

Sec. 1241.

Sec. 1242.

Sec. 1243.

1244.

Sec.

Sec. 1245.

Sec. 1246.

Sec. 1247.
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Authority to destroy certain specified
World War II-era United States-
origin chemical munitions located
on San Jose Island, Republic of
Panama.

Strategy for United States defense in-
terests in Africa.

United States-Israel directed energy
cooperation.

Sense of Congress on support for Es-
tonia, Latvia, and Lithuania.
Sense of Congress on support for

Georgia.

Modification of annual report on
military power of Iran.

Sense of Congress on senior military
exchanges between the United
States and Taiwan.

Quarterly report on freedom of navi-
gation operations.

Subtitle F—Codification and Consolidation of
Department of Defense Security Cooperation
Authorities

Sec. 1261. Enactment of mew chapter for De-
partment of Defense security co-
operation authorities and transfer
of certain authorities to mnew
chapter.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION

Sec. 1301. Specification of Cooperative Threat
Reduction funds.

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations.

Sec. 1303. Limitation on availability of funds
for Cooperative Threat Reduction
in People’s Republic of China.

TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Military Programs

1401. Working capital funds.

1402. National Defense Sealift Fund.

1403. Chemical Agents and Munitions De-

struction, Defense.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug

Activities, Defense-wide.

Defense Inspector General.

1406. Defense Health Program.

1407. National Sea-Based Deterrence Fund.

Subtitle B—National Defense Stockpile

1411. Authority to dispose of certain mate-
rials from and to acquire addi-
tional materials for the National
Defense Stockpile.

1412. Revisions to the Strategic and Crit-
ical Materials Stock Piling Act.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

1421. Authority for transfer of funds to
Joint Department of Defense-De-
partment of Veterans Affairs
Medical Facility Demonstration
Fund for Captain James A. Lovell
Health Care Center, Illinois.

Sec. 1422. Authorization of appropriations for

Armed Forces Retirement Home.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI-
TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER-
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS

Subtitle A—Authorication of Appropriations

Sec. 1501. Purpose and treatment of certain au-
thorizations of appropriations.

Procurement.

Research, development,
evaluation.

Operation and maintenance.

Military personnel.

Working capital funds.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug
Activities, Defense-wide.

Defense Inspector General.

1509. Defense Health program.

1510. Counterterrorism Partnerships Fund.
Subtitle B—Financial Matters

1521. Treatment as additional authoriza-
tions.
1522. Special transfer authority.

Sec. 1248.

Sec. 1249.

Sec. 1250.

Sec. 1251.

Sec. 1252.

Sec. 1253.

Sec. 1264.

Sec. 1255.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 1404.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

1405.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1502.
1503.

Sec.

Sec. test, and
1504.
1505.
1506.

1507.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 1508.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Subtitle C—Limitations, Reports, and Other
Matters

Sec. 1531. Afghanistan Security Forces Fund.

Sec. 1532. Joint Improvised Explosive Device
Defeat Fund.

Sec. 1533. Extension of authority to use Joint
Improvised Explosive Device De-
feat Fund for training of foreign
security forces to defeat impro-
vised explosive devices.

TITLE XVI—STRATEGIC PROGRAMS,
CYBER, AND INTELLIGENCE MATTERS
Subtitle A—Space Activities
Sec. 1601. Rocket propulsion system to replace

RD-180.

Exception to the prohibition on con-
tracting with Russian suppliers of
rocket engines for the evolved ex-
pendable launch vehicle program.

Analysis of alternatives for wide-
band communications.

Modification to pilot program for ac-
quisition of commercial satellite
communication services.

Space-based environmental
toring.

Prohibition on use of certain non-al-
lied positioning, navigation, and
timing systems.

Limitation of availability of funds for
the Joint Space Operations Center
Mission System.

Space-based infrared system and ad-
vanced extremely high frequency
program.

Plans on transfer of acquisition and
funding authority of certain
weather missions to National Re-
connaissance Office.

Pilot program on commercial weather
data.

Organization and management of na-
tional security space activities of
the Department of Defense.

Review of charter of Operationally
Responsive Space Program Office.

Backup and complementary posi-
tioning, navigation, and timing
capabilities of Global Positioning
System.

Subtitle B—Defense Intelligence and

Intelligence-Related Activities

1621. Limitation on availability of funds
for intelligence management.

1622. Limitations on awvailability of funds
for United States Central Com-
mand Intelligence Fusion Center.

1623. Limitation on availability of funds
for Joint Intelligence Analysis
Complex.

Subtitle C—Cyberspace-Related Matters

1631. Special emergency procurement au-
thority to facilitate the defense
against or recovery from a cyber
attack.

Change in name of National Defense
University’s Information Re-
sources Management College to
College of Information and Cyber-
space.

Requirement to enter into agreements
relating to use of cyber opposition
forces.

Limitation on availability of funds
for cryptographic systems and key
management infrastructure.

Subtitle D—Nuclear Forces

Improvements to Council on Over-
sight of National Leadership Com-
mand, Control, and Communica-
tions System.

Treatment of certain sensitive infor-
mation by State and local govern-
ments.

Procurement authority for certain
parts of intercontinental ballistic
missile fuzes.

Sec. 1602.

Sec. 1603.

Sec. 1604.

Sec. 1605. moni-

Sec. 1606.

Sec. 1607.

Sec. 1608.

Sec. 1609.

Sec. 1610.

Sec. 1611.

Sec. 1612.

Sec. 1613.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1632.

Sec. 1633.

Sec. 1634.

Sec. 1641.

Sec. 1642.

Sec. 1643.

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec
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. 1644. Prohibition on availability of funds
for mobile variant of ground-
based strategic deterrent missile.

1645. Limitation on availability of funds
for extension of New START
Treaty.

1646. Consolidation of nuclear command,
control, and  communications
functions of the Air Force.

1647. Report on Russian and Chinese polit-
ical and military leadership sur-
vivability, command and control,
and continuity of government
programs and activities.

1648. Sense of Congress on importance of
independent nuclear deterrent of
United Kingdom.

Subtitle E—Missile Defense Programs

1651. Extensions of prohibitions relating to
missile defense information and
systems.

Review of the missile defeat policy
and strategy of the United States.

Iron dome short-range rocket defense
system and Israeli cooperative
missile defense program codevel-
opment and coproduction.

Maximizing Aegis Ashore capability.

Technical authority for integrated air
and missile defense activities and
programs.

Development and research of non-ter-
restrial missile defense layer.

Hypersonic boost glide vehicle de-
fense.

Limitation on availability of funds
for Patriot lower tier air and mis-
sile defense capability of the
Army.

Limitation on availability of funds
for conventional prompt global
strike weapons system.

Pilot program on loss of unclassified,
controlled technical information.

Review of Missile Defense Agency
budget submissions for ground-
based midcourse defense and eval-
uation of alternative ground-
based interceptor deployments.

Declaratory policy, concept of oper-
ations, and employment guide-
lines for left-of-launch capability.

Procurement of medium-range dis-
crimination radar to improve
homeland missile defense.

Semiannual notifications on missile
defense tests and costs.

National missile defense policy.

Sense of Congress on initial operating
capability of phase 2 of European
Phased Adaptive Approach to
missile defense.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Protection of certain facilities and as-
sets from unmanned aircraft.

Improvement of coordination by De-
partment of Defense of electro-
magnetic spectrum usage.

1652.

1653.

1654.
1655.

1656.

1657.

1658.

1659.

1660.

1661.

1662.

1663.

1664.

1665.
1666.

1671.

. 1672.

TITLE XVII—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

ACQUISITION AGILITY

Modular open system approach in de-
velopment of major weapon Sys-
tems.

Development, prototyping, and de-
ployment of weapon system com-
ponents or technology.

Cost, schedule, and performance of
magjor defense acquisition pro-
grams.

Transparency in major defense acqui-
sition programs.
Amendments relating

data rights.

. 1701.

1702.

1703.

1704.

1705. to technical
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TITLE XVIII—MATTERS RELATING TO
SMALL BUSINESS PROCUREMENT

Subtitle A—Improving Transparency and
Clarity for Small Businesses
1801. Plain language rewrite of require-
ments for small business procure-
ments.
1802. Improving reporting on small busi-
ness goals.
1803. Transparency in small business goals.
1804. Uniformity in procurement termi-
nology.
Subtitle B—Clarifying the Roles of Small
Business Advocates

Scope of review by procurement cen-

ter representatives.

Responsibilities of Commercial Mar-

ket Representatives.

Duties of the Office of Small and Dis-

advantaged Business Utilization.

Improving contractor compliance.

Responsibilities of Business Oppor-

tunity Specialists.
Subtitle C—Strengthening Opportunities for
Competition in Subcontracting

Sec. 1821. Good faith in subcontracting.

Sec. 1822. Pilot program to provide opportuni-
ties for qualified subcontractors to
obtain past performance ratings.

Subtitle D—Mentor-Protege Programs

Sec. 1831. Amendments to the Mentor-Protege
Program of the Department of De-
fense.

Sec. 1832. Improving cooperation between the
mentor-protege programs of the
Small Business Administration
and the Department of Defense.

Subtitle E—Women’s Business Programs

Sec. 1841. Office of Women’s Business Owner-

ship.

1842. Women’s Business Center Program.

1843. Matching requirements under Wom-

en’s Business Center Program.

Subtitle F—SCORE Program

1851. SCORE Reauthorization.
1852. SCORE program.

Subtitle G—Miscellaneous Provisions

1861. Improving education on small busi-
ness regulations.

Protecting task order competition.

Improvements to sice standards for
small agricultural producers.

Uniformity in service-disabled vet-
eran definitions.

Required reports pertaining to capital
planning and investment control.

Office of Hearings and Appeals.

Issuance of guidance on small busi-
ness matters.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

AUTHORIZATIONS

2001. Short title.

2002. Ezxpiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be specified
by law.

2003. Effective date.

TITLE XXI—ARMY MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Authorized Army construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Authorization
Army.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2014
project.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2013 projects.

Extension of authorications of cer-
tain fiscal year 2014 projects.

TITLE XXII—NAVY MILITARY

CONSTRUCTION

2201. Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1811.

Sec. 1812.
Sec. 1813.

1814.
1815.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

1862.
1863.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 1864.
Sec. 1865.

Sec.
Sec.

1866.
1867.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2101.

Sec.
Sec.

2102.

2103. of

appropriations,

Sec. 2104.

Sec. 2105.

Sec. 2106.

Sec.
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2202.
2203.

Sec.
Sec.

Family housing.
Improvements to
housing units.
Authorization  of
Navy.
Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2014
project.
Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2013 projects.
Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2014 projects.
Status of ‘‘net megative’ policy re-
garding Navy acreage on Guam.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

military  family

Sec. 2204. appropriations,

Sec. 2205.

Sec. 2206.

Sec. 2207.

Sec. 2208.

Sec. 2301. Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2302. Family housing.

Sec. 2303. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2304. Authorization of appropriations, Air
Force.

Sec. 2305. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2016
project.

Sec. 2306. Extension of authorization of certain
fiscal year 2013 project.

Sec. 2307. Extension of authorization of certain
fiscal year 2014 project.

Sec. 2308. Restriction on acquisition of property
in Northern Mariana Islands.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Sec. 2402. Authorized energy conservation
projects.

Sec. 2403. Authorization of appropriations, De-
fense Agencies.

Sec. 2404. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2014
project.

Sec. 2405. Extension of authorizations of cer-

tain fiscal year 2013 projects.
Sec. 2406. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2014 projects.
TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM
Sec. 2501. Authoriced NATO construction and
land acquisition projects.
2502. Authorication  of  appropriations,
NATO.
TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES
Subtitle A—Project Authorizations and
Authorization of Appropriations

Sec.

Sec. 2601. Authorized Army National Guard
construction and land acquisition
projects.

Sec. 2602. Authorized Army Reserve construc-
tion and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2603. Authorized Navy Reserve and Marine
Corps Reserve construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2604. Authorized Air National Guard con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Sec. 2605. Authoriced Air Force Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Sec. 2606. Authorization of appropriations, Na-
tional Guard and Reserve.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

Sec. 2611. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2014
project.

Sec. 2612. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2015
project.

Sec. 2613. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2016

project.
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Sec. 2614. Extension of authorication of certain
fiscal year 2013 project.
Sec. 2615. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2014 projects.
TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND
CLOSURE ACTIVITIES
Sec. 2701. Authorization of appropriations for
base realignment and closure ac-
tivities funded through Depart-
ment of Defense base closure ac-
count.
Sec. 2702. Prohibition on conducting additional
Base Realignment and Closure
(BRAC) round.
TITLE XXVIII—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program and
Military Family Housing

Sec. 2801. Modification of criteria for treatment
of laboratory revitalization
projects as minor military con-
struction projects.

Classification of facility conversion
projects as repair projects.

Extension of temporary, limited au-
thority to wuse operation and
maintenance funds for construc-
tion projects outside the United
States.

Extension of temporary authority for
acceptance and use of contribu-
tions for certain construction,
maintenance, and repair projects
mutually beneficial to the Depart-
ment of Defense and Kuwait mili-
tary forces.

Notice and reporting requirements for
energy conservation construction
projects.

Additional entities eligible for partici-
pation in defense laboratory mod-
ernization pilot program.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration

Sec. 2811. Congressional notification for in-kind
contributions for overseas military
construction projects.

Sec. 2812. Prohibition on use of military instal-
lations to house unaccompanied
alien children.

Sec. 2813. Allotment of space and provision of
services to WIC offices operating
on military installations.

Sec. 2814. Sense of Congress regarding mneed to
consult with State and local offi-
cials prior to acquisitions of real
property.

Sec. 2815. Sense of Congress regarding inclusion
of stormwater systems and compo-
nents within the meaning of
“wastewater system’ under the
Department of Defense authority
for conveyance of utility systems.

Sec. 2816. Assessment of public schools on De-
partment of Defense installations.

Subtitle C—Provision Related to Asia-Pacific
Military Realignment

Sec. 2821. Limited exceptions to restriction on
development of public infrastruc-
ture in connection with realign-
ment of Marine Corps forces in
Asia-Pacific region.

Subtitle D—Land Conveyances

Sec. 2831. Land conveyances, High Frequency
Active Auroral Research Program
facility and adjacent property,
Gakona, Alaska.

Sec. 2832. Land conveyance, Campion Air Force
Radar Station, Galena, Alaska.

Sec. 2833. Exchange of property interests, San
Diego Unified Port District, Cali-
fornia.

Sec. 2834. Release of property interests retained
in connection with land convey-
ance, Eglin Air Force Base, Flor-
ida.

Sec. 2802.

Sec. 2803.

Sec. 2804.

Sec. 2805.

Sec. 2806.
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2835. Land exchange, Fort Hood, Texas.

2836. Land conveyance, P-36 Warehouse,
Colbern United States Army Re-
serve Center, Laredo, Texas.

2837. Land conveyance, St. George Na-
tional Guard Armory, St. George,
Utah.

2838. Release of restrictions, Richland In-
novation Center, Richland, Wash-
ington.

Subtitle E—Military Land Withdrawals

2841. Bureau of Land Management with-
drawn military lands under Mili-
tary Lands Withdrawal Act of
1999.

2842. Permanent withdrawal or transfer of
administrative jurisdiction of pub-
lic land, Naval Air Weapons Sta-
tion China Lake, California.

Subtitle F—Military Memorials, Monuments,
and Museums

2851. Cyber Center for Education and In-
novation-Home of the National
Cryptologic Museum.

2852. Renaming site of the Dayton Avia-
tion Heritage National Historical
Park, Ohio.

2853. Support for military service memo-
rials and museums highlighting
role of women in the military.

2854. Petersburg National Battlefield
boundary modification.

2855. Amendments to the National Historic
Preservation Act.

2856. Recognition of the National Museum
of World War II Aviation.

Subtitle G—Designations and Other Matters

Sec. 2861. Designation of portion of Moffett
Federal Airfield, California, as
Moffett Air National Guard Base.

Sec. 2862. Redesignation of Mike O’Callaghan
Federal Medical Center.

Sec. 2863. Transfer of certain items of the Omar
Bradley Foundation to the de-
scendants of General Omar Brad-
ley.

Sec. 2864. Protection and recovery of Greater
Sage Grouse.

Sec. 2865. Implementation of lesser prairie-
chicken range-wide conservation
plan and other conservation
measures.

Sec. 2866. Removal of endangered species status
for American burying beetle.

TITLE XXIX—OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY
OPERATIONS MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2901. Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.
Sec. 2902. Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.
Sec. 2903. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE XXX—UTAH TEST AND TRAINING
RANGE ENCROACHMENT PREVENTION
AND TEMPORARY CLOSURE AUTHORI-
TIES
Sec. 3001. Findings and definitions.
Subtitle A—Utah Test and Training Range
Sec. 3011. Management of BLM land.
Sec. 3012. Temporary closures.
Sec. 3013. Community resource group.
Sec. 3014. Liability.
Sec. 3015. Effects of subtitle.
Subtitle B—Land Exchange
Findings and purpose.
Definitions.
Exchange of Federal land and mnon-
Federal land.
Status and management of mnon-Fed-
eral land after exchange.
3025. Hazardous materials.
Subtitle C—Highway Rights-of-way
3031. Recognition and transfer of certain
highway rights-of-way.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

3021.
3022.
3023.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 3024.

Sec.

Sec.
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DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

National Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration.
Defense environmental cleanup.
3103. Other defense activities.
3104. Nuclear energy.
Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

3111. Independent acquisition project re-
views of capital assets acquisition
projects.

Research and development of ad-
vanced naval nuclear fuel system
based on low-enriched uranium.

Disposition of weapons-usable pluto-
nium.

Design basis threat.

Prohibition on availability of funds
for provision of certain assistance
to Russian Federation.

Limitation on availability of funds
for Federal salaries and expenses.

Limitation on availability of funds
for defense environmental cleanup
program direction.

Limitation on availability of funds
for acceleration of nuclear weap-
ons dismantlement.

3119. Annual certification of shipments to

Waste Isolation Pilot Plant.
Subtitle C—Plans and Reports

3121. Clarification of annual report and
certification on status of security
of atomic energy defense facilities.

Annual report on service support
contracts of the National Nuclear
Security Administration.

Repeal of certain reporting require-
ments.

Independent assessment of tech-
nology development under defense
environmental cleanup program.

Updated plan for wverification and
monitoring of proliferation of nu-
clear weapons and fissile mate-
rial.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

3201. Authorization.

TITLE XXXIII—NUCLEAR ENERGY
INNOVATION CAPABILITIES

3301. Short title.

3302. Nuclear energy.

3303. Nuclear energy research programs.

3304. Advanced fuel cycle initiative.

3305. University nuclear science and engi-
neering support.

Department of Energy civilian nu-
clear infrastructure and facilities.

Security of nuclear facilities.

High-performance computation and
supportive research.

Enabling nuclear energy innovation.

3310. Budget plan.

3311. Conforming amendments.

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES

Sec. 3101.

Sec. 3102.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3112.

Sec. 3113.

3114.
3115.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 3116.

Sec. 3117.

Sec. 3118.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3122.

Sec. 3123.

Sec. 3124.

Sec. 3125.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 3306.
3307.
3308.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 3309.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE XXXV—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION
Sec. 3501. Authorization of the Maritime Ad-

ministration.

Sec. 3502. Authority to make pro rata annual
payments under operating agree-
ments for vessels participating in
Maritime Security Fleet.

Sec. 3503. Authority to extend certain age re-

strictions relating to vessels in the
Maritime Security Fleet.
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Sec. 3504. Corrections to provisions enacted by
Coast Guard Authorization Acts.

Status of National Defense Reserve
Fleet vessels.

NDRF national security multi-mis-
sion vessel.

United States
Academy.

Use of National Defense Reserve
Fleet scrapping proceeds.

3509. Floating dry docks.

TITLE XXXVI—BALLAST WATER

3601. Short title.

3602. Definitions.

3603. Regulation and enforcement.

3604. Uniform national standards and re-
quirements for the regulation of
discharges incidental to the nor-
mal operation of a vessel.

Treatment technology certification.

Ezxemptions.

Alternative compliance program.

Judicial review.

3609. Effect on State authority.

3610. Application with other statutes.

DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES

4001. Authorization of amounts in funding

tables.
TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT

4101. Procurement.

4102. Procurement for overseas contingency
operations.

4103. Procurement for overseas contingency
operations for base requirements.

TITLE XLII—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION

Sec. 3505.

Sec. 3506.

Sec. 3507. Merchant Marine

Sec. 3508.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

3605.
3606.
3607.
3608.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 4201. Research, development, test, and
evaluation.

Sec. 4202. Research, development, test, and
evaluation for overseas contin-
gency operations.

Sec. 4203. Research, development, test, and
evaluation for overseas contin-
gency operations for base require-
ments.

TITLE XLIII—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Sec. 4301. Operation and maintenance.

Sec. 4302. Operation and maintenance for over-
seas contingency operations.

Sec. 4303. Operation and maintenance for over-

seas contingency operations for
base requirements.
TITLE XLIV—MILITARY PERSONNEL

Sec. 4401. Military personnel.

Sec. 4402. Military personnel for overseas con-
tingency operations.

Sec. 4403. Military personnel for overseas con-
tingency operations for base re-
quirements.

TITLE XLV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 4501. Other authorizations.

Sec. 4502. Other authorizations for
contingency operations.

Sec. 4503. Other authorizations for overseas
contingency operations for base
requirements.

TITLE XLVI—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 4601. Military construction.

Sec. 4602. Military construction for overseas
contingency operations.

Sec. 4603. Military construction for overseas
contingency operations for base
requirements.

TITLE XLVII—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Sec. 4701. Department of Energy national secu-

rity programs.

DIVISION E—MILITARY JUSTICE
Sec. 6000. Short title.

TITLE LX—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Sec. 6001. Definitions.

overseas
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6002. Clarification of persons subject to
UCMJ while on inactive-duty
training.

6003. Staff judge advocate disqualification
due to prior involvement in case.

6004. Conforming amendment relating to
military magistrates.

6005. Rights of victim.

TITLE LXI—APPREHENSION AND
RESTRAINT

6101. Restraint of persons charged.

6102. Modification of prohibition of con-
finement of armed forces members
with enemy prisoners and certain
others.

TITLE LXII—NON-JUDICIAL PUNISHMENT

Sec. 6201. Modification of confinement as non-

judicial punishment.

TITLE LXIII—COURT-MARTIAL
JURISDICTION

Sec. 6301. Courts-martial classified.
Sec. 6302. Jurisdiction of general courts-martial.
Sec. 6303. Jurisdiction of special courts-martial.
Sec. 6304. Summary court-martial as non-crimi-

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

nal forum.
TITLE LXIV—COMPOSITION OF COURTS-
MARTIAL

Sec. 6401. Technical amendment relating to per-
sons authorized to convene gen-
eral courts-martial.

Sec. 6402. Who may serve on courts-martial; de-
tail of members.

Sec. 6403. Number of court-martial members in
capital cases.

Sec. 6404. Detailing, qualifications, etc. of mili-
tary judges.

Sec. 6405. Qualifications of trial counsel and
defense counsel.

Sec. 6406. Assembly and impaneling of members;

detail of mew members and mili-
tary judges.

Sec. 6407. Military magistrates.

TITLE LXV—PRE-TRIAL PROCEDURE

6501. Charges and specifications.

6502. Preliminary hearing required before

referral to general court-martial.

Disposition guidance.

Advice to convening authority before
referral for trial.

Service of charges and commencement
of trial.

TITLE LXVI—TRIAL PROCEDURE

6601. Duties of assistant defense counsel.

6602. Sessions.

6603. Technical amendment relating to con-
tinuances.

Conforming amendments relating to
challenges.

Statute of limitations.

Former jeopardy.

Pleas of the accused.

Contempt.

Depositions.

Admissibility of sworn testimony by
audiotape or videotape from
records of courts of inquiry.

Conforming amendment relating to
defense of lack of mental respon-
sibility.

Voting and rulings.

Votes required for conviction,
tencing, and other matters.

Plea agreements.

Record of trial.

TITLE LXVII—SENTENCES

6701. Sentencing.

6701A. Minimum confinement period re-
quired for conviction of certain
sex-related offenses committed by
members of the Armed Forces.

6702. Effective date of sentences.

6703. Sentence of reduction in enlisted
grade.

TITLE LXVIII—POST-TRIAL PROCEDURE

AND REVIEW OF COURTS-MARTIAL

Sec. 6801. Post-trial processing in general and
special courts-martial.

Sec.
Sec.

6503.
6504.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 6505.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 6604.
6605.
6606.
6607.
6608.
6609.
6610.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 6611.

6612.
6613.

Sec.
Sec. sen-
6614.
6615.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
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Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

6802. Limited authority to act on sentence
in specified post-trial cir-
cumstances.

Post-trial actions in summary courts-
martial and certain general and
special courts-martial.

Entry of judgment.

Waiver of right to appeal and with-
drawal of appeal.

Appeal by the United States.

Rehearings.

Judge advocate review of finding of
guilty in summary court-martial.

Transmittal and review of records.

Courts of criminal appeals.

Review by court of appeals for the
armed forces.

6803.

6804.
6805.

6806.
6807.
6808.

6809.
6810.
6811.

6812. Supreme Court review.
6813. Review by Judge Advocate General.
6814. Appellate defense counsel in death

penalty cases.

Authority for hearing on vacation of
suspension of sentence to be con-
ducted by qualified judge advo-
cate.

Extension of time for petition for new
trial.

Restoration.

Leave requirements pending review of
certain court-martial convictions.

TITLE LXIX—PUNITIVE ARTICLES

6901. Reorganization of punitive articles.
6902. Conviction of offense charged, lesser
included offenses, and attempts.

Soliciting commission of offenses.

Malingering.

Breach of medical quarantine.

Missing movement; jumping from ves-
sel.

Offenses against correctional custody
and restriction.

Disrespect toward superior commis-
sioned officer; assault of superior
commissioned officer.

Willfully disobeying superior commis-
sioned officer.

Prohibited activities with military re-
cruit or trainee by person in posi-
tion of special trust.

Offenses by sentinel or lookout.

Disrespect toward sentinel or lookout.

Release of prisoner without author-
ity; drinking with prisoner.

Penalty for acting as a spy.

Public records offenses.

False or unauthoriced pass offenses.

Impersonation offenses.

Insignia offenses.

False official statements; false swear-
ing.

Parole violation.
Wrongful taking,
mail matter.
Improper hazarding of vessel or air-

craft.

Leaving scene of vehicle accident.

Drunkenness and other incapacita-
tion offenses.

Lower blood alcohol content limits for
conviction of drunken or reckless
operation of vehicle, aircraft, or
vessel.

Endangerment offenses.

Communicating threats.

Technical amendment
murder.

Child endangerment.

Deposit of obscene matter in the mail.

Fraudulent use of credit cards, debit
cards, and other access devices.

False pretenses to obtain services.

Robbery.

Receiving stolen property.

Offenses concerning government com-
puters.

Bribery.

Graft.

6815.

6816.

6817.
6818.

6903.
6904.
6905.
6906.

6907.

6908.

6909.

6910.

6911.
6912.
6913.

6914.
6915.
6916.
6917.
6918.
6919.

6920.

6921. opening, etc. of

6922.

6923.
6924.

6925.

6926.
6927.
6928. relating to
6929.
6930.
6931.

6932.
6933.
6934.
6935.

6936.
6937.
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6938.
6939.

Sec.
Sec.

Kidnapping.

Arson; burning property with intent
to defraud.

Assault.

Burglary and unlawful entry.

Stalking.

Subornation of perjury.

Obstructing justice.

Misprision of serious offense.

Wrongful refusal to testify.

Prevention of authoriced seizure of
property.

Wrongful interference with adverse
administrative proceeding.

Retaliation.

Extraterritorial application of certain
offenses.

Sec. 6951. Table of sections.

TITLE LXX—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

Sec. 7001. Technical amendment relating to
courts of inquiry.

Sec. 7002. Technical amendment to article 136.

Sec. 7003. Articles of Uniform Code of Military
Justice to be explained to officers
upon commissioning.

Sec. 7004. Military justice case management;
data collection and accessibility.

TITLE LXXI—MILITARY JUSTICE REVIEW
PANEL AND ANNUAL REPORTS

Sec. 7101. Military justice review panel.
Sec. 7102. Annual reports.

TITLE LXXII—CONFORMING
AMENDMENTS AND EFFECTIVE DATES

Sec. 7201. Amendments to UCMJ subchapter ta-
bles of sections.
Sec. 7202. Effective dates.
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.
In this Act, the term ‘‘congressional defense
committees’ has the meaning given that term in
section 101(a)(16) of title 10, United States Code.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2017 for procurement for
the Army, the Navy and the Marine Corps, the
Air Force, and Defense-wide activities, as speci-
fied in the funding table in section 4101.

Subtitle B—Army Programs
SEC. 111. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY
FOR AH-64E APACHE HELICOPTERS.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR MULTIYEAR PROCURE-
MENT.—Subject to section 2306b of title 10,
United States Code, the Secretary of the Army
may enter into one or more multiyear contracts,
beginning with the fiscal year 2017 program
year, for the procurement of AH-64E Apache
helicopters.

(b) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—A contract entered into wunder sub-
section (a) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under the
contract for a fiscal year after fiscal year 2017
is subject to the availability of appropriations
for that purpose for such later fiscal year.

SEC. 112. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY
FOR UH-60M AND HH-60M BLACK
HAWK HELICOPTERS.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR MULTIYEAR PROCURE-
MENT.—Subject to section 2306b of title 10,
United States Code, the Secretary of the Army
may enter into one or more multiyear contracts,
beginning with the fiscal year 2017 program
year, for the procurement of UH-60M and HH-
60M Black Hawk helicopters.

(b) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—A contract entered into wunder sub-
section (a) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under the
contract for a fiscal year after fiscal year 2017
is subject to the availability of appropriations
for that purpose for such later fiscal year.

6940.
6941.
6942.
6943.
6944.
6945.
6946.
6947.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 6948.
6949.
6950.

Sec.
Sec.
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SEC. 113. ASSESSMENT OF CERTAIN CAPABILI-
TIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE
ARMY.

(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary of Defense, in
consultation with the Secretary of the Army and
the Chief of Staff of the Army, shall conduct an
assessment of the following capabilities with re-
spect to the Department of the Army:

(1) The capacity of AH-64 Apache-equipped
attack reconnaissance battalions to meet future
needs.

(2) Air defense artillery capacity and respon-
siveness, including—

(4) the capacity of short-range air defense ar-
tillery to address existing and emerging threats,
including threats posed by unmanned aerial
systems, cruise missiles, and manned aircraft;
and

(B) the potential for commercial off-the-shelf
solutions.

(3) Chemical, biological, radiological, and nu-
clear capabilities and modernization needs.

(4) Field artillery capabilities, including—

(A) modernization needs;

(B) munitions inventory shortfalls; and

(C) changes in doctrine and war plans con-
sistent with the Memorandum of the Secretary
of Defense dated June 19, 2008, regarding the
Department of Defense policy on cluster muni-
tions and unintended harm to civilians.

(5) Fuel distribution and water purification
capacity and responsiveness.

(6) Watercraft and port-opening capabilities
and responsiveness.

(7) Transportation capacity and responsive-
ness, particularly with respect to the transpor-
tation of fuel, water, and cargo.

(8) Military police capacity.

(9) Tactical mobility and tactical wheeled ve-
hicle capacity, including heavy equipment prime
movers.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than April 1, 2017, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report containing—

(1) the assessment conducted under subsection
(a);

(2) recommendations for reducing or elimi-
nating shortfalls in responsiveness and capacity
with respect to each of the capabilities described
in such subsection; and

(3) an estimate of the costs of implementing
such recommendations.

(c) FORM.—The report under subsection (b)
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but may
include a classified annex.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs
SEC. 121. PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY FOR AIR-
CRAFT CARRIER PROGRAMS.

(a) PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY IN SUPPORT OF
CONSTRUCTION OF FORD CLASS AIRCRAFT CAR-
RIERS.—

(1) AUTHORITY FOR ECONOMIC ORDER QUAN-
TITY.—The Secretary of the Navy may procure
materiel and equipment in support of the con-
struction of the Ford class aircraft carriers des-
ignated CVN-80 and CVN-81 in economic order
quantities when cost savings are achievable.

(2) LIABILITY.—Any contract entered into
under paragraph (1) shall provide that any obli-
gation of the United States to make a payment
under the contract is subject to the availability
of appropriations for that purpose, and that
total liability to the Government for termination
of any contract entered into shall be limited to
the total amount of funding obligated at time of
termination.

(b) REFUELING AND COMPLEX OVERHAUL OF
NIMITZ CLASS AIRCRAFT CARRIERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Navy
may carry out the nuclear refueling and com-
plex overhaul of each of the following Nimite
class aircraft carriers:

(4) U.S.S. George Washington (CVN-73).

(B) U.S.S. John C. Stennis (CVN-74).

(C) U.S.S. Harry S. Truman (CVN-75).

(D) U.S.S. Ronald Reagan (CVN-T76).

(E) U.S.S. George H-W. Bush (CVN-T77).
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(2) USE OF INCREMENTAL FUNDING.—With re-
spect to any contract entered into under para-
graph (1) for the nuclear refueling and complex
overhaul of a Nimitz class aircraft carrier, the
Secretary may use incremental funding for a pe-
riod not to exceed six years after advance pro-
curement funds for such nuclear refueling and
complex overhaul effort are first obligated.

(3) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—Any contract entered into under para-
graph (1) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under the
contract for a fiscal year after fiscal year 2017
is subject to the availability of appropriations
for that purpose for that later fiscal year.

SEC. 122. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON AIRCRAFT
CARRIER PROCUREMENT SCHED-
ULES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:

(1) In a report submitted to Congress on
March 17, 2015, the Secretary of the Navy indi-
cated the Department of the Navy has a require-
ment of 11 aircraft carriers.

(2) In the Congressional Budget Office report
titled ““An Analysis of the Navy’s Fiscal Year
2016 Shipbuilding Plan’’, the Office stated as
follows: “To prevent the carrier force from de-
clining to 10 ships in the 2040s, 1 short of its in-
ventory goal of 11, the Navy could accelerate
purchases after 2018 to 1 every four years, rath-
er than 1 every five years’’.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the plan of the Department of the Navy to
schedule the procurement of one aircraft carrier
every five years will reduce the overall aircraft
carrier inventory to 10 aircraft carriers, a level
insufficient to meet peacetime and war plan re-
quirements; and

(2) to accommodate the required aircraft car-
rier force structure, the Department of the Navy
should—

(A) begin to program construction for the
Ford class aircraft carrier designated CVN-81 in
fiscal year 2022; and

(B) program the required advance procure-
ment activities to accommodate the construction
of such carrier.

SEC. 123. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF LHA
REPLACEMENT SHIP DESIGNATED
LHA 8.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Navy
may enter into a contract, beginning with the
fiscal year 2017 program year, for the design
and construction of the LHA Replacement ship
designated LHA 8 using amounts authorized to
be appropriated for the Department of Defense
for Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy.

(b) USE OF INCREMENTAL FUNDING.—With re-
spect to the contract entered into under sub-
section (a), the Secretary may use incremental
funding to make payments under the contract.

(c) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—The contract entered into under sub-
section (a) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under
such contract for any fiscal year after fiscal
year 2017 is subject to the availability of appro-
priations for that purpose for such fiscal year.
SEC. 124. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF RE-

PLACEMENT DOCK LANDING SHIP
DESIGNATED LX(R) OR AMPHIBIOUS
TRANSPORT DOCK DESIGNATED
LPD-29.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Navy
may enter into a contract, beginning with the
fiscal year 2017 program yeayr, for the design
and construction of the replacement dock land-
ing ship designated LX(R) or the amphibious
transport dock designated LPD-29 wusing
amounts authoriced to be appropriated for the
Department of Defense for Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy.

(b) USE OF INCREMENTAL FUNDING.—With re-
spect to the contract entered into under sub-
section (a), the Secretary may use incremental
funding to make payments under the contract.

(c) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—The contract entered into under sub-
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section (a) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under
such contract for any fiscal year after fiscal
year 2017 is subject to the availability of appro-
priations for that purpose for such fiscal year.
SEC. 125. SHIP TO SHORE CONNECTOR PROGRAM.

(a) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding
section 2306b of title 10, United States Code, the
Secretary of the Navy may enter into a contract
to procure up to 45 Ship to Shore Connector
craft.

(b) LIABILITY.—Any contract entered into
under subsection (a) shall provide that any obli-
gation of the United States to make a payment
under the contract is subject to the availability
of appropriations for that purpose, and that the
total liability to the Government for termination
of any contract entered into shall be limited to
the total amount of funding obligated at time of
termination.

SEC. 126. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP
OR SUCCESSOR FRIGATE.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made available
for fiscal year 2017 for the Navy shall be used to
select only a single contractor for the construc-
tion of the Littoral Combat Ship or any suc-
cessor frigate class ship program until the Sec-
retary of the Navy certifies to the congressional
defense committees that such selection of a sin-
gle contractor will be conducted—

(1) using competitive procedures; and

(2) for the limited purpose of awarding a con-
tract for—

(4) an engineering change proposal for a frig-
ate class ship; or

(B) the construction of a frigate class ship.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
SEC. 131. ELIMINATION OF ANNUAL REPORT ON
AIRCRAFT INVENTORY.

Section 231a of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking subsection (e); and

(2) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-
section (e).

SEC. 132. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT TO PRE-
SERVE CERTAIN RETIRED C-5 AIR-
CRAFT.

Section 141 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law
112-239; 126 Stat. 1659) is amended by striking
subsection (d).

SEC. 133. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT TO PRE-
SERVE CERTAIN RETIRED F-117 AIR-
CRAFT.

Section 136 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law
109-364; 120 Stat. 2114) is amended by striking
subsection (b).

SEC. 134. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF A-10
AIRCRAFT.

(a) PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
FOR RETIREMENT.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2017 for the Air
Force may be obligated or expended to retire,
prepare to retire, or place in storage or on
backup aircraft inventory status any A-10 air-
craft.

(b) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT.—
In addition to the prohibition in subsection (a),
the Secretary of the Air Force may not retire,
prepare to retire, or place in storage or on
backup aircraft inventory status any A-10 air-
craft until a period of 90 days has elapsed fol-
lowing the date on which the Secretary submits
to the congressional defense committees the re-
port under subsection (e)(2).

(¢) PROHIBITION ON SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS
IN MANNING LEVELS.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2017 for the Air
Force may be obligated or expended to make Sig-
nificant reductions to manning levels with re-
spect to any A-10 aircraft squadrons or divi-
sions.
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(d) MINIMUM INVENTORY REQUIREMENT.—The
Secretary of the Air Force shall ensure the Air
Force maintains a minimum of 171 A-10 aircraft
designated as primary mission aircraft inventory
until a period of 90 days has elapsed following
the date on which the Secretary submits to the
congressional defense committees the report
under subsection (e)(2).

(e) REPORTS REQUIRED.—

(1) The Director of Operational Test and Eval-
uation shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report that includes—

(A) the results and findings of the initial oper-
ational test and evaluation of the F-35 aircraft
program; and

(B) a comparison test and evaluation that ex-
amines the capabilities of the F-354 and A-10C
aircraft in conducting close air support, combat
search and rescue, and forward air controller
airborne missions.

(2) Not later than 180 days after the date of
the submission of the report under paragraph
(1), the Secretary of the Air Force shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a report
that includes—

(A) the views of the Secretary with respect to
the results of the initial operational test and
evaluation of the F-35 aircraft program as sum-
marized in the report under paragraph (1), in-
cluding any issues or concerns of the Secretary
with respect to such results;

(B) a plan for addressing any deficiencies and
carrying out any corrective actions identified in
such report; and

(C) short-term and long-term strategies for
preserving the capability of the Air Force to
conduct close air support, combat search and
rescue, and forward air controller airborne mis-
sions.

(f) SPECIAL RULE.—

(1) Subject to paragraph (2), the Secretary of
the Air Force may carry out the transition of
the A-10 wunit at Fort Wayne Air National
Guard Base, Indiana, to an F-16 unit as de-
scribed by the Secretary in the Force Structure
Actions map submitted in support of the budget
of the President for fiscal year 2017 (as sub-
mitted to Congress under section 1105(a) of title
31, United States Code).

(2) Subsections (a) through (e) shall apply
with respect to any A-10 aircraft affected by the
transition described in paragraph (1).

SEC. 135. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF JOINT
SURVEILLANCE TARGET ATTACK
RADAR SYSTEM AIRCRAFT.

(a) PROHIBITION.—Except as provided by sub-
section (b) and in addition to the prohibition
under section 144 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016 (Public Law
114-92; 129 Stat. 758) none of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able for fiscal year 2018 for the Air Force may be
obligated or expended to retire, or prepare to re-
tire, any Joint Surveillance Target Attack
Radar System aircraft.

(b) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition in subsection
(a) shall not apply to individual Joint Surveil-
lance Target Attack Radar System aircraft that
the Secretary of the Air Force determines, on a
case-by-case basis, to be non-operational be-
cause of mishaps, other damage, or being uneco-
nomical to repair.

Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and
Multiservice Matters

SEC. 141. TERMINATION OF QUARTERLY REPORT-
ING ON USE OF COMBAT MISSION
REQUIREMENTS FUNDS.

Section 123(a)(1) of the Ike Skelton National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011
(Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4158; 10 U.S.C.
167 note.) is amended by inserting ‘‘ending on or
before September 30, 2018 after ‘“‘each fiscal
quarter’’.

SEC. 142. FIRE SUPPRESSANT AND FUEL CON-
TAINMENT STANDARDS FOR CER-
TAIN VEHICLES.

(a) GUIDANCE REQUIRED.—
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(1) The Secretary of the Army shall issue
guidance regarding fire suppressant and fuel
containment standards for covered vehicles of
the Army.

(2) The Secretary of the Navy shall issue guid-
ance regarding fire suppressant and fuel con-
tainment standards for covered vehicles of the
Marine Corps.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The guidance regarding fire
suppressant and fuel containment standards
issued pursuant to subsection (a) shall—

(1) meet the survivability requirements appli-
cable to each class of covered vehicles;

(2) include standards for vehicle armor, vehi-
cle fire suppression systems, and fuel contain-
ment technologies in covered vehicles; and

(3) balance cost, survivability, and mobility.

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Army and the Secretary of
the Navy shall each submit to the congressional
defense committees a report that includes—

(1) the policy guidance established pursuant
to subsection (a), set forth separately for each
class of covered vehicle; and

(2) any other information the Secretaries de-
termine to be appropriate.

(d) COVERED VEHICLES.—In this section, the
term ‘‘covered vehicles’’ means ground vehicles
acquired on or after October 1, 2018, under a
magjor defense acquisition program (as such term
is defined in section 2430 of title 10, United
States Code), including light tactical vehicles,
medium tactical vehicles, heavy tactical vehi-
cles, and ground combat vehicles.

SEC. 143. REPORT ON DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
MUNITIONS STRATEGY FOR THE
COMBATANT COMMANDS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than April
1, 2017, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a report on
the munitions strategy for the combatant com-
mands, including an identification of munitions
requirements, an assessment of munitions gaps
and shortfalls, and necessary munitions invest-
ments. Such strategy shall cover the 10-year pe-
riod beginning with 2016.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report on munitions
strategy required by subsection (a) shall include
the following:

(1) An identification of current and projected
munitions requirements, by class or type.

(2) An assessment of munitions gaps and
shortfalls, including a census of current muni-
tions capabilities and programs, not including
ammunition.

(3) A description of current and planned mu-
nitions programs, including with respect to pro-
curement; research, development, test, and eval-
uation; and deployment activities.

(4) Schedules, estimated costs, and budget
plans for current and planned munitions pro-
grams.

(5) Identification of opportunities and limita-
tions within the associated industrial base.

(6) Identification and evaluation of tech-
nology mneeds and applicable emerging tech-
nologies.

(7) An assessment of how current and planned
munitions programs, and promising tech-
nologies, may affect existing operational con-
cepts and capabilities of the military depart-
ments or lead to mew operational concepts and
capabilities.

(8) An assessment of programs and capabilities
by other countries to counter the munitions pro-
grams and capabilities of the Armed Forces, not
including with respect to ammunition, and how
such assessment affects the munitions strategy
of each military department.

(9) An assessment of how munitions capability
and capacity may be affected by changes con-
sistent with the Memorandum of the Secretary
of Defense dated June 19, 2008, regarding the
Department of Defense policy on cluster muni-
tions and unintended harm to civilians.

(10) Any other matters the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate.
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(c) FORM.—The report under subsection (a)
may be submitted in classified or unclassified
form.

SEC. 144. COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW OF F-
35  LIGHTNING II  AIRCRAFT
SUSTAINMENT SUPPORT.

(a) REVIEW.—Not later than September 30,
2017, the Comptroller General of the United
States shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report on the sustainment support
structure for the F-35 Lightning II aircraft pro-
gram.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The review under subsection
(a) shall include, with respect to the F-35 Light-
ning II aircraft program, the following:

(1) The status of the sustainment support
strategy for the program, including goals for
personnel training, required infrastructure, and
fleet readiness.

(2) Approaches, including performance-based
logistics, considered in developing the
sustainment support strategy for the program.

(3) Other information regarding sustainment
and logistics support for the program that the
Comptroller General determines to be of critical
importance to the long-term viability of the pro-
gram.

TITLE IT—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2017 for the use of the De-
partment of Defense for research, development,
test, and evaluation, as specified in the funding
table in section 4201.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 211. LABORATORY QUALITY ENHANCEMENT
PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense,
acting through the Assistant Secretary of De-
fense for Research and Engineering, shall carry
out a Program to be known as the ‘“Laboratory
Quality Enhancement Program’ under which
the Secretary shall establish the panels de-
scribed in subsection (b) and direct such pan-
els—

(1) to review and make recommendations to
the Secretary with respect to—

(A) existing policies and practices affecting
the science and technology reinvention labora-
tories to improve the research output of such
laboratories; and

(B) new initiatives proposed by the science
and technology reinvention laboratories;

(2) to support implementation of current and
future initiatives affecting the science and tech-
nology reinvention laboratories; and

(3) to conduct assessments or data analysis on
such other issues as the Secretary determines to
be appropriate.

(b) PANELS.—The panels described in this sub-
section are:

(1) A panel on personnel, workforce develop-
ment, and talent management.

(2) A panel on facilities and infrastructure.

(3) A panel on research strategy, technology
transfer, and industry partnerships.

(4) A panel on oversight, administrative, and
regulatory processes.

(c) COMPOSITION OF PANELS.—

(1) Each panel described in subsection (b)
shall be composed of not less than 4 members.

(2) Each panel described in paragraphs (1)
through (3) of subsection (b) shall be composed
of subject matter and technical management ex-
perts from—

(A) laboratories and research centers of the
Army, Navy and Air Force;

(B) appropriate Defense Agencies;

(C) the Office of the Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Research and Engineering; and

(D) such other entities of the Department of
Defense as the Secretary determines to be appro-
priate.
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(3) The panel described in subsection (b)(4)
shall be composed of—

(A) the Director of the Army Research Lab-
oratory;

(B) the Director of the Air Force Research
Laboratory;

(C) the Director of the Naval Research Lab-
oratory; and

(D) such other members as the Secretary de-
termines to be appropriate.

(d) GOVERNANCE OF PANELS.—

(1) The chairperson of each panel shall be se-
lected by its members.

(2) The panel described in subsection (b)(4)
shall—

(A) oversee the activities of the panels de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (3) of sub-
section (b);

(B) determine the subject matter to be consid-
ered by the panels; and

(C) provide the recommendations of the panels
to the Secretary.

(e) PERSONNEL DEMONSTRATION PROJECT AU-
THORITY.—Section 342(b) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995
(Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 2721) (as amended
by section 1114(a)(2)(C) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public
Law 106-398; 114 Stat. 1654A4-315)) is amended
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘““(4) In carrying out this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall act through the Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Research and Engineering.’’.

(f) SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY REINVENTION
LABORATORY DEFINED.—In this section, the
term ‘‘science and technology reinvention lab-
oratory’ means a science and technology re-
invention laboratory designated under section
1105 of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 10
U.S.C. 2358 note).

SEC. 212. MECHANISMS TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR
DEFENSE LABORATORIES FOR RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF
TECHNOLOGIES FOR MILITARY MIS-
SIONS.

Section 219 of the Duncan Hunter National
Defense Authorication Act for Fiscal Year 2009
(Public Law 110-417; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note), as
most recently amended by section 262 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66), is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘not more
than’’; and

(2) by amending subsection (d) to read as fol-
lows:

‘““(d) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, a federally funded research and develop-
ment center shall be considered a defense lab-
oratory if the center is sponsored by the Depart-
ment of Defense.”’.

SEC. 213. NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENT FOR CER-
TAIN RAPID PROTOTYPING, EXPERI-
MENTATION, AND DEMONSTRATION
ACTIVITIES.

(a) NOTICE REQUIRED.—The Secretary of the
Navy shall not initiate a covered activity until
a period of 10 business days has elapsed fol-
lowing the date on which the Secretary submits
to the congressional defense committees the no-
tice described in subsection (b) with respect to
such activity.

(b) ELEMENTS OF NOTICE.—The notice de-
scribed in this subsection is a written notice of
the intention of the Secretary to initiate a cov-
ered activity. Each such notice shall include the
following:

(1) A description of the activity.

(2) Estimated costs and funding sources for
the activity, including a description of any cost-
sharing or in-kind support arrangements with
other participants.

(3) A description of any transition agreement,
including the identity of any partner organiza-
tion that may receive the results of the covered
activity under such an agreement.

(4) Identification of major milestones and the
anticipated date of completion of the activity.
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(c) COVERED AcCTIVITY.—In this section, the
term ‘‘covered activity’’ means a rapid proto-
typing, experimentation, or demonstration activ-
ity carried out under program element 0603382N.

(d) SUNSET.—The requirements of this section
shall terminate 5 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 214. IMPROVED BIOSAFETY FOR HANDLING
OF SELECT AGENTS AND TOXINS.

(a) QUALITY CONTROL AND QUALITY ASSUR-
ANCE PROGRAM.—The Secretary of Defense, act-
ing through the executive agent for the biologi-
cal select agent and toxin biosafety program of
the Department of Defense, shall carry out a
program to implement certain quality control
and quality assurance measures at each covered
facility.

(b) QUALITY CONTROL AND QUALITY ASSUR-
ANCE MEASURES.—Subject to subsection (c), the
quality control and quality assurance measures
implemented at each covered facility under sub-
section (a) shall include the following:

(1) Designation of an external manager to
oversee quality assurance and quality control.

(2) Environmental sampling and inspection.

(3) Production procedures that prohibit oper-
ations where live biological select agents and
toxins are used in the same laboratory where vi-
ability testing is conducted.

(4) Production procedures that prohibit work
on multiple organisms or multiple strains of one
organism within the same biosafety cabinet.

(5) A wvideo surveillance program that uses
video monitoring as a tool to improve laboratory
practices in accordance with regulatory require-
ments.

(6) Formal, recurring data reviews of produc-
tion in an effort to identify data trends and
nonconformance issues before such issues affect
end products.

(7) Validated protocols for production proc-
esses to ensure that process deviations are ade-
quately vetted prior to implementation.

(8) Maintenance and calibration procedures
and schedules for all tools, equipment, and
irradiators.

(c) WAIVER.—In carrying out the program
under subsection (a), the Secretary may waive
any of the quality control and quality assur-
ance measures required under subsection (b) in
the interest of national defense.

(d) STUDY AND REPORT REQUIRED.—

(1) The Secretary of Defense shall carry out a
study to evaluate—

(A) the feasibility of consolidating covered fa-
cilities within a unified command to minimize
risk;

(B) opportunities to partner with industry for
the production of biological select agents and
toxins and related services in lieu of maintain-
ing such capabilities within the Department of
the Army; and

(C) whether operations under the biological
select agent and toxin production program
should be transferred to another government or
commercial laboratory that may be better suited
to execute production for non-Department of
Defense customers.

(2) Not later than February 1, 2017, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report on the results of the study
under paragraph (1).

(e) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.—Not
later than September 1, 2017, the Comptroller
General of the United States shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report that
includes the following:

(1) A review of—

(A) the actions taken by the Department of
Defense to address the findings and rec-
ommendations of the report of the Department
of the Army titled “‘Individual and Institutional
Accountability for the Shipment of Viable Bacil-
lus Anthracis from Dugway Proving Grounds’’,
dated December 15, 2015, including any actions
taken to address the culture of complacency in
the biological select agent and toxin production
program identified in such report; and
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(B) the progress of the Secretary in carrying
out the program under subsection (a).

(2) An analysis of the study and report under
subsection (d).

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘covered facility’’ means any fa-
cility of the Department of Defense that pro-
duces biological select agents and toxins.

(2) The term ‘‘biological select agent and

toxin’ means any agent or toxin identified
under—

(A) section 331.3 of title 7, Code of Federal
Regulations;

(B) section 121.3 or section 121.4 of title 9,
Code of Federal Regulations; or

(C) section 73.3 or section 73.4 of title 42, Code
of Federal Regulations.

SEC. 215. MODERNIZATION OF SECURITY CLEAR-
ANCE INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
ARCHITECTURE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, in
consultation with the Director of National Intel-
ligence and the Director of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management, shall develop and imple-
ment an information technology system (in this
section referred to as the ‘“‘System’’) to—

(1) modernize and sustain the security clear-
ance information architecture of the National
Background Investigations Bureau and the De-
partment of Defense;

(2) support decision-making processes for the
evaluation and granting of personnel security
clearances;

(3) improve cyber security capabilities with re-
spect to sensitive security clearance data and
processes;

(4) reduce the complexity and cost of the secu-
rity clearance process;

(5) provide information to managers on the fi-
nancial and administrative costs of the security
clearance process;

(6) strengthen the ties between counterintel-
ligence and personnel security communities; and

(7) improve system standardization in the se-
curity clearance process.

(b) GUIDANCE REQUIRED.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense, in consultation with
the Director of National Intelligence and the Di-
rector of the Office of Personnel Management,
shall issue guidance establishing the respective
roles, responsibilities, and obligations of the Sec-
retary and Directors with respect to the develop-
ment and implementation of the System.

(c) ELEMENTS OF SYSTEM.—In developing the
System under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall—

(1) conduct a review of security clearance
business processes and, to the extent prac-
ticable, modify such processes to maximize com-
patibility with the security clearance informa-
tion technology architecture to minimice the
need for customization of the System;

(2) conduct business process mapping (as such
term is defined in section 2222(i) of title 10,
United States Code) of the business processes de-
scribed in paragraph (1);

(3) use spiral development and incremental ac-
quisition practices to rapidly deploy the System,
including through the use of prototyping and
open architecture principles;

(4) establish a process to identify and limit
interfaces with legacy systems and to limit
customization of any commercial information
technology tools used;

(5) establish automated processes for meas-
uring the performance goals of the System; and

(6) incorporate capabilities for the continuous
monitoring of network security and the mitiga-
tion of insider threats to the System.

(d) COMPLETION DATE.—The Secretary shall
complete the development and implementation of
the System by not later than September 30, 2019.

(e) BRIEFING.—Beginning on December 1, 2016,
and on a quarterly basis thereafter until the
completion date of the System under subsection
(d), the Secretary of Defense shall provide a
briefing to the Committees on Armed Services of
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the Senate and House of Representatives (and
other appropriate congressional committees on
request) on the progress of the Secretary in de-
veloping and implementing the System.

(f) REVIEW OF APPLICABLE LAWS.—The Sec-
retary shall review laws, regulations, and exec-
utive orders relating to the maintenance of per-
sonnel security clearance information by the
Federal Government. Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall provide to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives (and other appropriate congres-
sional committees on request) a briefing that in-
cludes—

(1) the results of the review; and

(2) recommendations, if any, for consolidating
and clarifying laws, regulations, and executive
orders relating to the maintenance of personnel
security clearance information by the Federal
Government.

(9) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate congressional committees’ means—

(1) the Select Committee on Intelligence, the
Committee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs, and the Committee on Appro-
priations of the Senate; and

(2) the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, the Committee on Owversight and Gov-
ernment Reform, and the Committee on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives.

SEC. 216. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR COUNTERING WEAPONS
OF MASS DESTRUCTION SYSTEM
CONSTELLATION.

(a) PROHIBITIONS.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2017 for the coun-
tering weapons of mass destruction situational
awareness information system commonly known
as ‘‘Constellation’ may be obligated or ex-
pended for research, development, or proto-
typing for such system.

(b) REVIEW.—The Chief Information Officer of
the Department of Defense, in consultation with
the Director of the Defense Information Systems
Agency, shall review the requirements and pro-
gram plan for research, development, and proto-
typing for the Constellation system.

(c) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than Feb-
ruary 1, 2017, the Chief Information Officer of
the Department of Defense, in consultation with
the Director of the Defense Information Systems
Agency, shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the review under
subsection (b). Such report shall include the fol-
lowing, with respect to the Constellation system:

(1) A review of the major software components
of the system and an explanation of the require-
ments of the Department of Defense with respect
to each such component.

(2) Identification of elements and applications
of the system that cannot be implemented using
the existing technical infrastructure and tools of
the Department of Defense or the infrastructure
and tools in development.

(3) A description of major developmental mile-
stones and decision points for additional proto-
types needed to establish the full capabilities of
the system, including a timeline and detailed
metrics and criteria for each such milestone and
decision point.

(4) An overview of a security plan to achieve
an accredited cross-domain solution system, in-
cluding security milestones and proposed secu-
rity architecture to mitigate both insider and
outsider threats.

(5) Identification of the planned categories of
end-users of the system, linked to organizations,
mission requirements, and concept of operations,
the expected total number of end-users, and the
associated permissions granted to such users.

(6) A cost estimate for the full life-cycle cost to
complete the Constellation system.

SEC. 217. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR DEFENSE INNOVATION
UNIT EXPERIMENTAL.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds specified in

subsection (c), not more than 80 percent may
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beobligated or expended until the date on which
the Secretary of Defense submits to the congres-
sional defense committees the report under sub-
section (b).

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report on the Defense Innovation
Unit Experimental. Such report shall include
the following:

(1) The charter and mission statement of the
Unit.

(2) A description of—

(4) the governance structure of the Unit;

(B) the metrics used to measure the effective-
ness of the Unit;

(C) the process for coordinating and
deconflicting the activities of the Unit with simi-
lar activities of the military departments, De-
fense Agencies, and other departments and
agencies of the Federal Government, including
activities carried out by In-@Q-Tel, the Defense
Advanced Research Projects Agency, and De-
partment of Defense laboratories;

(D) the direct staffing requirements of the
Unit, including a description of the desired
skills and expertise of such staff;

(E) the number of civilian and military per-
sonnel provided by the military departments and
Defense Agencies to support the Unit;

(F) any planned expansion to new sites, the
metrics used to identify such sites, and an ex-
planation of how such expansion will provide
access to innovations of nontraditional defense
contractors (as such term is defined in section
2302 of title 10, United States Code) that are not
otherwise accessible;

(G) how compliance with Department of De-
fense requirements could affect the ability of
such nontraditional defense contractors to mar-
ket products and obtain funding; and

(H) how to treat intellectual property that has
been developed with little or no government
funding.

(3) Any other information the Secretary deter-
mines to be appropriate.

(c) FUNDS SPECIFIED.—The funds specified in
this subsection are as follows:

(1) Funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2017 for operation and maintenance, De-
fense-wide, for the Defense Innovation Unit Ex-
perimental.

(2) Funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2017 for research, development, test, and
evaluation, Defense-wide, for the Defense Inno-
vation Unit Experimental.

SEC. 218. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR TACTICAL COMBAT
TRAINING SYSTEM INCREMENT I1.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2017 for the Tactical Combat Training Sys-
tem Increment II of the Navy, not more than 80
percent may be obligated or expended until the
Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of the
Air Force submit to the congressional defense
committees the report required by section 235 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2016 (Public Law 114-92; 129 Stat. 780).
SEC. 219. RESTRUCTURING OF THE DISTRIBUTED

COMMON GROUND SYSTEM OF THE
ARMY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than April 1, 2017,
the Secretary of the Army shall restructure
versions of the distributed common ground sys-
tem of the Army after Increment 1—

(1) by discontinuing development of any com-
ponent of the system for which there is commer-
cial software that is capable of fulfilling at least
80 percent of the system requirements applicable
to such component; and

(2) by conducting a review of the acquisition
strategy of the program to ensure that procure-
ment of commercial software is the preferred
method of meeting program requirements.

(b) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the Army
shall not award any contract for the develop-
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ment of any capability for the distributed com-
mon ground system of the Army if such a capa-
bility is available for purchase on the commer-
cial market, except for minor capabilities that
are incidental to and mecessary for the proper
functioning of a major component of the system.
SEC. 220. DESIGNATION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE SENIOR OFFICIAL WITH PRIN-
CIPAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR DI-
RECTED ENERGY WEAPONS.

Not later than 180 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall—

(1) designate a senior official already serving
within the Department of Defense as the official
with principal responsibility for the development
and demonstration of directed energy weapons
for the Department; and

(2) set forth the responsibilities of that senior
official with respect to such programs.

Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters

SEC. 231. STRATEGY FOR ASSURED ACCESS TO
TRUSTED MICROELECTRONICS.

(a) STRATEGY.—The Secretary of Defense shall
develop a strategy to ensure that the Depart-
ment of Defense has assured access to trusted
microelectronics by not later than September 30,
2020.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The strategy under subsection
(a) shall include the following:

(1) Definitions of the various levels of trust re-
quired by classes of Department of Defense sys-
tems.

(2) Means of classifying systems of the De-
partment of Defense based on the level of trust
such systems are required to maintain with re-
spect to microelectronics.

(3) Means by which trust in microelectronics
can be assured.

(4) Means to increase the supplier base for as-
sured microelectronics to ensure multiple supply
pathways.

(5) An assessment of the microelectronics
needs of the Department of Defense in future
years, including the need for trusted, radiation-
hardened microelectronics.

(6) An assessment of the microelectronic needs
of the Department of Defense that may not be
fulfilled by entities outside the Department of
Defense.

(7) The resources required to assure access to
trusted microelectronics, including infrastruc-
ture and investments in science and technology.

(c) SUBMISSION.—Not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the congressional defense
committees the strategy developed under sub-
section (a). The strategy shall be submitted in
unclassified form, but may include a classified
annex.

(d) DIRECTIVE REQUIRED.—Not later than Sep-
tember 30, 2020, the Secretary of Defense shall
issue a directive for the Department of Defense
describing how Department of Defense entities
may access assured and trusted microelectronics
supply chains for Department of Defense sys-
tems.

(e) CERTIFICATION.—Not later than September
30, 2020, the Secretary of the Defense shall cer-
tify to the congressional defense committees
that—

(1) the strategy developed under subsection (a)
has been implemented; and

(2) the Department of Defense has an assured
means for accessing a sufficient supply of trust-
ed microelectronics, as required by the strategy
developed under subsection (a).

(f) DEFINITION.—In this section, the terms
“trust’” and ‘‘trusted’ refer, with respect to
microelectronics, to the ability of the Depart-
ment of Defense to have confidence that the
microelectronics function as intended and are
free of exploitable vulnerabilities, either inten-
tionally or unintentionally designed or inserted
as part of the system at any time during its life
cycle.
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SEC. 232. PILOT PROGRAM ON EVALUATION OF
COMMERCIAL INFORMATION TECH-
NOLOGY.

(a) PILOT PROGRAM.—The Director of the De-
fense Information Systems Agency shall carry
out a pilot program to evaluate commercially
available information technology tools to better
understand the potential impact of such tools on
networks and computing environments of the
Department of Defense.

(b) ACTIVITIES.—Activities under the pilot pro-
gram may include the following:

(1) Prototyping, experimentation, operational
demonstration, military user assessments, and
other means of obtaining quantitative and qual-
itative feedback on the commercial information
technology products.

(2) Engagement with the commercial informa-
tion technology industry to—

(A) forecast military requirements and tech-
nology needs; and

(B) support the development of market strate-
gies and program requirements before finalizing
acquisition decisions and strategies.

(3) Assessment of novel or innovative commer-
cial technology for use by the Department of
Defense.

(4) Assessment of movel or innovative con-
tracting mechanisms to speed delivery of capa-
bilities to the Armed Forces.

(5) Solicitation of operational user input to
shape future information technology require-
ments of the Department of Defense.

(¢) LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—
Of the amounts authorized to be appropriated
for research, development, test, and evaluation,
Defense-wide, for each of fiscal years 2017
through 2022, not more than $15,000,000 may be
expended on the pilot program in any such fis-
cal year.

SEC. 233. PILOT PROGRAM FOR THE ENHANCE-
MENT OF THE LABORATORIES AND
TEST AND EVALUATION CENTERS OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretaries
shall jointly carry out a pilot program to dem-
onstrate methods for the more effective develop-
ment of research, development, test, and evalua-
tion functions.

(b) SELECTION AND PRIORITY.—The Assistant
Secretaries shall jointly select not more than one
laboratory and one test and evaluation center
from each of the military services to participate
in the pilot program under subsection (a).

(c) PARTICIPATION IN PROGRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), the
director of a laboratory or test and evaluation
center selected under subsection (b) shall pro-
pose and implement alternative and innovative
methods of rapid project delivery, support, ex-
perimentation, prototyping, and partnership
with universities and private sector entities to—

(A) generate greater value and efficiencies in
research and development activities per dollar of
cost; and

(B) enable more
warfighter capabilities.

(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—The director shall im-
plement each method proposed under paragraph
(1) unless such method is disapproved by the As-
sistant Secretary concerned.

(d) WAIVER AUTHORITY FOR DEMONSTRATION
AND IMPLEMENTATION.—Until the termination of
the pilot program under subsection (f), the di-
rector of a laboratory or test and evaluation
center selected under subsection (b) may waive
any restriction or departmental instruction that
would affect the implementation of a method
proposed under subsection (c), unless such im-
plementation would be prohibited by Federal
law.

(e) MINIMUM PARTICIPATION REQUIREMENT.—
Each laboratory or test and evaluation center
selected under subsection (b) shall participate in
the pilot program under subsection (a) for a pe-
riod of not fewer than sir years beginning not
later than 180 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

rapid deployment of
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(f) TERMINATION.—The pilot program under
subsection (a) shall terminate on the date deter-
mined appropriate by the Secretary of Defense
that is on or after the end of the six-year period
described in subsection (e).

(9) ASSISTANT SECRETARY DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘‘Assistant Secretary’ means—

(1) the Assistant Secretary of the Air Force for
Acquisition, with respect to a working capital
fund institution of the Air Force;

(2) the Assistant Secretary of the Army for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics, with re-
spect to a working capital fund institution of
the Army; and

(3) the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Re-
search, Development, and Acquisition, with re-
spect to a working capital fund institution of
the Navy.

SEC. 234. PILOT PROGRAM ON MODERNIZATION
OF ELECTROMAGNETIC SPECTRUM
WARFARE SYSTEMS AND ELEC-
TRONIC WARFARE SYSTEMS.

(a) PILOT PROGRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
may carry out a pilot program on the mod-
ernization of electromagnetic spectrum warfare
systems and electronic warfare systems.

(2) SELECTION.—If the Secretary carries out
the pilot program under paragraph (1), the Elec-
tronic Warfare Executive Committee shall select
from the list described in section 237(b)(4) a total
of five electromagnetic spectrum warfare systems
and electronic warfare systems across at least
two military departments that are currently in
sustainment for modernization under the pilot
program.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘electromagnetic spectrum war-
fare” means electronic warfare that encom-
passes military communications and sensing op-
erations that occur in the electromagnetic oper-
ational domain.

(2) The term ‘‘electronic warfare’’ means mili-
tary action involving the use of electromagnetic
and directed energy to control the -electro-
magnetic spectrum or to attack the enemy.

SEC. 235. INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF F/A-18 PHYS-
IOLOGICAL EPISODES AND CORREC-
TIVE ACTIONS.

(a) INDEPENDENT REVIEW REQUIRED.—The
Secretary of the Navy shall conduct an inde-
pendent review of the plans, programs, and re-
search of the Department of the Navy with re-
spect to—

(1) physiological events affecting aircrew of
the F/A-18 Hornet and the F/A-18 Super Hornet
aircraft during the covered period; and

(2) the efforts of the Navy and Marine Corps
to prevent and mitigate the affects of such phys-
iological events.

(b) CONDUCT OF REVIEW.—In conducting the
review under subsection (a), the Secretary of the
Navy shall—

(1) designate an appropriate senior official in
the Office of the Secretary of the Navy to over-
see the review; and

(2) consult experts from outside the Depart-
ment of Defense in appropriate technical and
medical fields.

(c) REVIEW ELEMENTS.—The review under
subsection (a) shall include an evaluation of—

(1) any data of the Department of the Navy
relating to the increased frequency of physio-
logical events affecting aircrew of the F/A-18
Hornet and the F/A-18 Super Hornet aircraft
during the covered period;

(2) aircraft mishaps potentially related to such
physiological events;

(3) the cost and effectiveness of all material,
operational, maintenance, and other measures
carried out by the Department of the Navy to
mitigate such physiological events during the
covered period;

(4) material, operational, maintenance, or
other measures that may reduce the rate of such
physiological events in the future; and

(5) the performance of—

(A) the onboard oxygen generation system in
the F/A-18 Super Hornet;
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(B) the overall environmental control system
in the F/A-18 Hornet and F/A-18 Super Hornet;
and

(C) other relevant subsystems of the F/A-18
Hovrnet and F/A-18 Super Hornet, as determined
by the Secretary.

(d) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than De-
cember 1, 2017, the Secretary of Navy shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees a re-
port that includes the results of the review
under subsection (a).

(e) COVERED PERIOD.—In this section, the
term ‘‘covered period’’ means the period begin-
ning on January 1, 2009, and ending on the date
of the submission of the report under subsection
(a).
SEC. 236. STUDY ON HELICOPTER CRASH PRE-

VENTION AND MITIGATION TECH-
NOLOGY.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall seek to enter into a contract with a
federally funded research and development cen-
ter to conduct a study on technologies with the
potential to prevent and mitigate helicopter
crashes.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The study required under sub-
section (a) shall include the following:

(1) Identification of technologies with the po-
tential—

(A) to prevent helicopter crashes (such as col-
lision avoidance technologies and battle space
and terrain situational awareness technologies);
and

(B) to improve survivability among individuals
involved in such crashes (such as adaptive
flight control technologies and improved energy
absorbing technologies).

(2) A cost-benefit analysis of each technology
identified under paragraph (1) that takes into
account the cost of developing and deploying
the technology compared to the potential of the
technology to prevent casualties or injuries.

(3) A list that ranks the technologies identi-
fied under paragraph (1) based on—

(A) the results of the cost-benefit analysis
under paragraph (2); and

(B) the readiness level of each technology.

(4) An analysis of helicopter crashes that—

(A) compares the casualty rates of cockpit oc-
cupants to the casualty rates of occupants of
cargo compartments and troop seats; and

(B) identifies the root causes of the casualties
described in subparagraph (A).

(c) BRIEFING.—Not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall provide to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and House of Representa-
tives (and other congressional defense commit-
tees on request) a briefing that includes—

(1) the results of the study required under
subsection (a); and

(2) the list described in subsection (b)(3).

SEC. 237. REPORT ON ELECTRONIC WARFARE CA-
PABILITIES.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than April
1, 2017, the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics, acting
through the Electronic Warfare Executive Com-
mittee, shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report on the electronic warfare
capabilities of the Department of Defense.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report under subsection
(a) shall include the following:

(1) A strategy for advancing and accelerating
research, development, test, and evaluation, and
fielding, of electronic warfare capabilities to
meet current and projected requirements, in-
cluding recommendations for streamlining ac-
quisition processes with respect to such capabili-
ties.

(2) A methodology for synchronizing and over-
seeing electronic warfare strategies, operational
concepts, and programs across the Department
of Defense, including electronic warfare pro-
grams that support or enable cyber operations.

(3) The training and operational support re-
quired for fielding and sustaining current and
planned investments in electronic warfare capa-
bilities.

May 17, 2016

(4) A comprehensive list of investments of the
Department of Defense in electronic warfare ca-
pabilities, including the capabilities to be devel-
oped, procured, or sustained in—

(A) the budget of the President for fiscal year
2018 submitted to Congress under section 1105(a)
of title 31, United States Code; and

(B) the future-years defense program sub-
mitted to Congress under section 221 of title 10,
United States Code, for that fiscal year.

(5) Progress on increasing innovative electro-
magnetic spectrum warfighting methods and
operational concepts that provide advantages
within the electromagnetic spectrum operational
domain.

(6) Specific attributes needed in future elec-
tronic warfare capabilities, such as networking,
adaptability, agility, multifunctionality, and
miniaturization, and progress toward incor-
porating such attributes in new electronic war-
fare systems.

(7) Capability gaps with respect to asymmetric
and near-peer adversaries identified pursuant to
a capability gap assessment.

(8) A joint strategy on achieving near real-
time system adaption to rapidly advancing mod-
ern digital electronics.

(9) Any other information the Secretary deter-
mines to be appropriate.

(c) FORM.—The report under subsection (a)
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but may
include a classified annex.

TITLE ITI—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 301. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2017 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for expenses, not
otherwise provided for, for operation and main-
tenance, as specified in the funding table in sec-
tion 4301.

Subtitle B—Energy and Environment
SEC. 311. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION REGARDING
ALTERNATIVE FUEL PROCUREMENT
REQUIREMENT.

Section 526 of the Energy Independence and
Security Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-140; 42
U.S.C. 17142) is amended by adding at the end
the following: ‘‘This provision shall not be con-
strued as a constraint on any conventional or
unconventional fuel procurement necessary for
military operations, including for test and cer-
tification purposes.”

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment
SEC. 321. PILOT PROGRAM FOR INCLUSION OF
CERTAIN INDUSTRIAL PLANTS IN
THE ARMAMENT RETOOLING AND
MANUFACTURING SUPPORT INITIA-
TIVE.

During the five-year period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Defense shall treat a Govermment-owned,
contractor-operated industrial plant of the De-
partment of the Army as an eligible facility
under section 4551(2) of title 10, United States
Code.

SEC. 322. PRIVATE SECTOR PORT LOADING AS-
SESSMENT.

(a) ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED.—During the pe-
riod beginning on the date of the enactment of
this Act and ending on the date of the final
briefing under subsection (d), the Secretary of
the Navy shall conduct quarterly assessments of
Naval ship maintenance and loading activities
carried out by private sector entities at each
covered port.

(b) ELEMENTS OF ASSESSMENTS.—Each assess-
ment under subsection (a) shall include, with re-
spect to each covered port, the following:

(1) Resources per day, including daily ship
availabilities and the workforce available to
carry out maintenance and loading activities,
for the fiscal year preceding the quarter covered
by the assessment through the end of such quar-
ter.
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(2) Projected resources per day, including
daily ship availabilities and the workforce
available to carry out maintenance and loading
activities, through the end of the second fiscal
year beginning after the quarter covered by the
assessment.

(3) A description of the methods by which the
Secretary communicates projected workloads to
private sector entities engaged in ship mainte-
nance activities and ship loading activities.

(4) A description of any processes that have
been implemented to allow for timely feedback
from private sector entities engaged in ship
maintenance activities and ship loading activi-
ties.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the Sense of
Congress that the Secretary should implement
measures to minimize workload fluctuations at
covered ports to stabilice the private sector
workforce and reduce the cost of maintenance
availabilities.

(d) BRIEFINGS REQUIRED.—Not later than Oc-
tober 1, 2016, and on a quarterly basis thereafter
until September 30, 2021, the Secretary shall pro-
vide to the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and House of Representatives (and other
congressional defense committees on request)—

(1) a briefing on the results of the assessments
conducted under subsection (a); and

(2) a chart depicting the information described
in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (b) with
respect to each covered port.

(e) COVERED PORTS.—In this section, the term
‘“‘covered ports’’ means port facilities used by
the Department of Defense in each of the fol-
lowing locations:

(1) Mayport, Florida.

(2) Norfolk, Virginia.

(4) Pearl Harbor, Hawaii.

(3) Puget Sound, Washington.

(5) San Diego, California.

SEC. 323. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR DEFENSE CONTRACT
MANAGEMENT AGENCY.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2017 for the operation of
the Defense Contract Management Agency, not
more than 90 percent may be obligated or ex-
pended in fiscal year 2017 until the Director of
the agency provides to the congressional defense
committees the briefing under subsection (b).

(b) BRIEFING.—The Director of the Defense
Contract Management Agency shall provide to
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and House of Representatives (and other con-
gressional defense committees on request) a
briefing that includes the following:

(1) A plan describing how the agency will fos-
ter the adoption, implementation, and
verification of item-unique identification stand-
ards for tangible personal property across the
Department of Defense and the defense indus-
trial base (as prescribed under Department of
Defense Instruction 8320.04).

(2) A description of the policies, procedures,
staff training, and equipment needed to—

(A) ensure contract compliance with item-
unique identification standards for all items
that require unique item-level traceability at
any time in their life cycle;

(B) support counterfeit material risk reduc-
tion; and

(C) provide for the systematic assessment and
accuracy of item-unique identification marks.

Subtitle D—Reports

SEC. 331. MODIFICATION OF ANNUAL DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE ENERGY MAN-
AGEMENT REPORTS.

(a) MODIFICATION OF ANNUAL REPORT RE-
LATED TO INSTALLATIONS ENERGY MANAGE-
MENT.—Subsection (a) of section 2925 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(a) ANNUAL REPORT RELATED TO INSTALLA-
TIONS ENERGY MANAGEMENT.—Not later than
120 days after the end of each fiscal year ending
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before January 31, 2021, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the congressional defense
committees an installation energy report detail-
ing the fulfillment during that fiscal year of the
energy performance goals for the Department of
Defense under section 2911 of this title. Each re-
port shall contain the following:

““(1) The energy performance goals for the De-
partment of Defense with respect to transpor-
tation systems, support systems, utilities, and
infrastructure and facilities for the fiscal year
covered by the report and the next 5, 10, and 20
fiscal years, including any changes to such en-
ergy performance goals since the submission of
the previous report under this section.

“(2) A master plan for the achievement of the
energy performance goals of the Department of
Defense, as such goals are set forth in any laws,
regulations, executive orders, or Department of
Defense policies, including—

“(A) a separate plan for each military depart-
ment and Defense Agency;

‘“(B) a standard for the measurement of en-
ergy consumed by transportation systems, sup-
port systems, utilities, and facilities and infra-
structure, applied consistently across the mili-
tary departments;

“(C) a methodology for measuring reductions
in energy consumption that accounts for
changes—

‘(i) in the sizes of fleets; and

““(i1) in the number and overall square footage
of facility plants;

“(D) standards to track annual progress in
meeting energy performance goals;

“(E) a description of any requirements and
proposed investments relating to energy per-
formance goals included in the materials sub-
mitted in support of the budget of the President
(as submitted to Congress under section 1105(a)
of title 31) for the fiscal year covered by the re-
port; and

“(F) a description of any energy savings re-
sulting from the implementation of the master
plan or any other energy performance measures.

“(3) A table listing all energy projects fi-
nanced through third party financing mecha-
nisms (including energy savings performance
contracts, enhanced use leases, utility energy
service contracts, wutility privatication agree-
ments, and other contractual mechanisms), in-
cluding—

““(A) the duration of each such mechanism, an
estimate of the financial obligation incurred
through the duration of each such mechanism,
whether the project incorporates energy security
into its design, and the estimated payback pe-
riod for each such mechanism; and

“(B) any renewable energy certificates relat-
ing to the project, including the purchasing au-
thority for the certificates, the price of the cer-
tificates, and whether the certificates were bun-
dled or unbundled.

““(4) A description of the types and quantities
of energy consumed by the Department of De-
fense and by members of the armed forces and
civilian personnel residing or working on mili-
tary installations during the fiscal year covered
by the report, including a breakdown of energy
consumption by—

“(A) user group;

‘““(B) the type of energy consumed, including
the quantities of any renewable energy con-
sumed that was produced or procured by the
Department of Defense; and

“(C) the cost of the energy consumed.

“(5) A description of the types and amount of
financial incentives received under section 2913
of this title during the preceding fiscal year and
the appropriation account or accounts to which
the incentives were credited.

“(6) A description and estimate of the progress
made by the military departments in meeting the
certification requirements for sustainable green-
building standards in construction and major
renovations as required by section 433 of the En-
ergy Independence and Security Act of 2007
(Public Law 110-140; 121 Stat. 1612).
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‘““(7) Details of utility outages at military in-
stallations, including the total number and loca-
tions of outages, the financial impact of the out-
ages, and measures taken to mitigate outages in
the future at the affected locations and across
the Department of Defense.

‘“(8) A description of any other issues and
strategies the Secretary determines relevant to a
comprehensive and renewable energy policy.’’.

(b) MODIFICATION OF ANNUAL REPORT RE-
LATED TO OPERATIONAL ENERGY.—Subsection
(b) of section 2925 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘138c of this
title”” and inserting ‘2926(b) of this title’’; and

(2) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end the
following new subparagraph:

‘“(H) The comments and recommendations of
the Assistant Secretary under section 2926(c) of
this title, including the certification required
under paragraph (3) of such section.’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on the date of
the enactment of this Act and shall apply with
respect to reports required to be submitted under
section 2925 of title 10, United States Code, after
such date.

SEC. 332. REPORT ON EQUIPMENT PURCHASED
FROM FOREIGN ENTITIES AND AU-
THORITY TO ADJUST ARMY ARSENAL
LABOR RATES.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 30
days after the date on which the budget of the
President for fiscal year 2018 is submitted to
Congress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31,
Unites States Code, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a report on the equipment, weapons,
weapons systems, components, subcomponents,
and end-items purchased from foreign entities
that identifies those items which could be manu-
factured in the military arsenals of the United
States or the military depots of the United
States to meet the goals of this section or section
2464 of title 10, United States Code, as well as a
plan for moving that workload into such arse-
nals or depots.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report under subsection
(a) shall include each of the following:

(1) A list of items identified in the report re-
quired under section 333 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016 (Public
Law 114-92; 129 Stat. 792) and a list of any items
purchased from foreign manufacturers after the
date of the submission of such report that are—

(A) described in section 8302(a)(1) of title 41,
United States Code, and purchased from a for-
eign manufacturer by reason of an exception
under section 8302(a)(2)(A) or section
8302(a)(2)(B) of such title;

(B) described in section 2533b(a)(1) of title 10,
United States Code, and purchased from a for-
eign manufacturer by reason of an exception
under section 2533b(b); and

(C) described in section 2534(a) of such title
and purchased from a foreign manufacturer by
reason of a waiver exercised under paragraph
(1), (2), (4), or (5) of section 2534(d) of such title.

(2) An assessment of the skills required to
manufacture the items described in paragraph
(1) and a comparison of those skills with skills
required to meet the critical capabilities identi-
fied in the report of the Army to Congress on
Critical Manufacturing Capabilities and Capac-
ities, dated August 2013, and the core logistics
capabilities identified by each military service
pursuant to section 2464 of title 10, United
States Code, as of the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(3) An identification of the tooling, equip-
ment, and facilities upgrades mecessary for a
military arsenal or depot to manufacture items
described in paragraph (1).

(4) An identification of items described in
paragraph (1) most appropriate for transfer to
military arsenals or depots to meet the goals of
this section or the requirements of section 2464
of title 10, United States Code.
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(5) An explanation of the rationale for con-
tinuing to sole-source the manufacturing of
items described in paragraph (1) from a foreign
source rather than a military arsenal, depot, or
other organic facility.

(6) Such other information the Secretary de-
termines to be appropriate.

(c) AUTHORITY TO ADJUST LABOR RATES TO
REFLECT WORK PRODUCTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1,
2017, the Secretary of Defense shall establish a
two-year pilot program for the purpose of per-
mitting the Army arsenals to adjust periodically,
throughout the year, their labor rates charged
to customers based upon changes in workload
and other factors.

(2) BRIEFING.—Not later than May 1, 2019, the
Secretary of Defense shall provide to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives a briefing that as-
sesses—

(A) each Army arsenal’s changes in labor
rates throughout the previous year;

(B) the ability of each arsenal to meet the
costs of their working-capital funds; and

(C) the effect on arsenal workloads of labor
rate changes.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DISPOSAL
CORPS.

Section 3063 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (12), by striking ‘“‘and’ at
the end;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (13) as para-
graph (14); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (12) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (13):

“(13) Ezxplosive Ordnance Disposal Corps;
and’’.

SEC. 342. EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DISPOSAL PRO-

GRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 136 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§2283. Explosive ordnance disposal program

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall carry out a program to be known as the
‘Explosive Ordnance Disposal Program’ (in this
section referred to as the ‘Program’) under
which the Secretary shall ensure close and con-
tinuous coordination between the military de-
partments on matters relating to explosive ord-
nance disposal.

“(b) ROLES, RESPONSIBILITIES, AND AUTHORI-
TIES.—In carrying out the Program under sub-
section (a)—

‘(1) the Secretary of Defense shall—

““(A) assign responsibility for the coordination
and integration of explosive ordnance disposal
to a single office or entity in the Office of the
Secretary of Defense;

‘“‘(B) designate the Secretary of the Navy, or a
designee of the Secretary’s choice, as the erecu-
tive agent for the Department of Defense to co-
ordinate and integrate research, development,
test, and evaluation activities and procurement
activities of the military departments with re-
spect to explosive ordnance disposal; and

“(C) exercise oversight over explosive ord-
nance disposal through the Defense Acquisition
Board process; and

““(2) the Secretary of each military department
shall assess the needs of the military department
concerned with respect to explosive ordnance
disposal and may carry out research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation activities and pro-
curement activities to address such needs.

““(c) ANNUAL BUDGET JUSTIFICATION DOCU-
MENTS.— (1) The Secretary of Defense shall sub-
mit to Congress, as a part of the defense budget
materials for each fiscal year after fiscal year
2017, a consolidated budget justification display,
in classified and unclassified form, that covers
all activities of Department of Defense relating
to the Program.

“(2) The budget display under paragraph (1)
for a fiscal year shall include a single program
element for each of the following:
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““(A) Research, development, test, and evalua-
tion.

“‘(B) Procurement.

“(C) Military construction.

“(d) MANAGEMENT REVIEW.—(1) The Secretary
of Defense, acting through the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense assigned responsibility for the
coordination and integration of explosive ord-
nance disposal under subsection (b)(1)(4), shall
conduct a review of the management structure
of the Program, including—

““(A) research, development, test, and evalua-
tion;

“(B) procurement;

“(C) doctrine development;

“(D) policy;

‘“(E) training;

“(F) development of requirements